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CHAPTER 8 Introduction to Final EIR 

8.1 CEQA REQUIREMENTS 
Before approving a project, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires the Lead Agency 
to prepare and certify a Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR). The contents of a Final EIR are 
specified in Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines, which states that: 

The Final EIR shall consist of 
(a) The Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft 
(b) Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR either verbatim or in summary 
(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR 
(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and 

consultation process 
(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency 

The Lead Agency (the City of Huntington Beach) must also provide each public agency that commented 
on the Draft EIR with a copy of the City’s response to those comments at least ten days before certifying 
the Final EIR. In addition, the City may also provide an opportunity for members of the public to review 
the Final EIR prior to certification, though this is not a requirement of CEQA. 

8.2 PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS 
The Draft EIR for the proposed Huntington Beach Senior Center project was circulated for review and 
comment by the public, agencies, and organizations for a 45-day public review period that began on 
September 17, 2007 and concluded on October 31, 2007. A public information meeting was held on 
October 11, 2007 to receive comments on the adequacy of the Draft EIR, in which 28 verbal comments 
were received. In addition, 12 written letters were received during the review period. 

8.3 CONTENTS AND ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL EIR 
This Final EIR is composed of three volumes. They are as follows: 

Volume I Draft EIR and Technical Appendices—This volume describes the existing 
environmental conditions on the project site and in the vicinity of the project site, and 
analyzes potential impacts on those conditions due to the proposed project; identifies 
mitigation measures that could avoid or reduce the magnitude of significant impacts; 
evaluates cumulative impacts that would be caused by the project in combination with 
other future projects or growth that could occur in the region; analyzes growth-inducing 
impacts; and provides a full evaluation of the alternatives to the proposed project that 
could eliminate, reduce, or avoid project-related impacts. Text revisions to the Draft EIR 
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resulting from corrections of minor errors are identified in Volume II, as described 
below. Volume I also contains Technical Appendices 1 through 11. No text changes were 
made to the Technical Appendices in preparation of the Final EIR. 

Volume II Final EIR (Text Changes and Responses to Comments)—This volume contains an 
explanation of the format and content of the Final EIR; all text changes to the Draft EIR; 
a complete list of all persons, organizations, and public agencies that commented on the 
Draft EIR; copies of the comment letters received by the City of Huntington Beach on 
the proposed project; and the Lead Agency’s responses to these comments. The Draft 
EIR is incorporated by reference into the Final EIR. 

8.4 USE OF THE FINAL EIR 
Pursuant to Sections 15088(a) and 15088(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, the lead agency must evaluate 
comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and must 
prepare written responses. The Final EIR allows the public and the City of Huntington Beach an 
opportunity to review the response to comments, revisions to the Draft EIR, and other components of 
the EIR, such as the Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP), prior to the City’s decision on the project. 
The Final EIR serves as the environmental document to support approval of the proposed project, either 
in whole or in part. 

After completing the Final EIR, and before approving the project, the Lead Agency must make the 
following three certifications as required by Section 15090 of the CEQA Guidelines: 

 That the Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA 

 That the Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the Lead Agency, and that the 
decision-making body reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR prior to 
approving the project 

 That the Final EIR reflects the Lead Agency’s independent judgment and analysis 

Pursuant to Section 15091(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, if an EIR that has been certified for a project 
identifies one or more significant environmental effects, the lead agency must adopt “Findings of Fact.” 
For each significant impact, the lead agency must make one of the following findings: 

1. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or 
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the EIR. 

2. Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency 
and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or 
can and should be adopted by such other agency. 

3. Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of 
employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures or 
project alternatives identified in the final EIR. 

Each finding must be accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for the finding. In addition, 
pursuant to Section 15091(d) of the CEQA Guidelines, the agency must adopt, in conjunction with the 
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findings, a program for reporting on or monitoring the changes that it has either required in the project 
or made a condition of approval to avoid or substantially lessen environmental effects. These measures 
must be fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures. This program is 
referred to as the Mitigation Monitoring Program. 

Additionally, pursuant to Section 15093(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, when a Lead Agency approves a 
project that would result in significant, unavoidable impacts that are disclosed in the Final EIR, the 
agency must state in writing its reasons for supporting the approved action. This Statement of Overriding 
Considerations is supported by substantial information in the record, which includes this Final EIR. 
Although the project would not result in significant project-specific impacts, implementation of the 
proposed project could result in significant cumulative impacts. Therefore, the City of Huntington Beach 
would be required to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations if it approves the proposed 
project. 

The certifications, Findings of Fact, and the Statement of Overriding Considerations are included in a 
separate Findings document. The Final EIR will be considered, and, in conjunction with making 
Findings, the City of Huntington Beach may decide whether or how to approve the proposed project. 
 





9-1

 

Huntington Beach Senior Center Final EIR 

CHAPTER 9 Summary of Additional Air 
Quality and Traffic Analyses 

Since circulation of the Draft EIR, additional air quality and traffic analyses were performed for the 
project. No new significant impacts were found for either issue area, and this section summarizes the 
additional findings.  

9.1 AIR QUALITY ANALYSIS 
The City of Huntington Beach requested that PBS&J perform dispersion modeling for Localized 
Significance Thresholds (LSTs) for construction emissions. Although the additional air quality analysis 
does not substantively affect any conclusions of the Draft EIR, the revisions are summarized below. 

In the Draft EIR, PBS&J originally relied upon SCAQMD’s mass-rate lookup tables for an LST 
screening-level analysis because the project site is approximately five acres in size, and a detailed ISCST3 
dispersion modeling analysis is only recommended for project sites larger than five acres. However, 
because the access driveway leading to the project site is proposed to be constructed with the new senior 
center, the ISCST3 dispersion modeling analysis is appropriate to include in the Final EIR in order to 
identify any potentially significant impacts that may not have been included in the Draft EIR. 

The LST dispersion model is directly dependent on the output of the mass daily construction emissions 
for the project. Further, subsequent to the mass daily emissions that were calculated for the project 
utilizing URBEMIS 2007 (version 9.2.0), a new version of URBEMIS 2007 (version 9.2.2) was released in 
order to update the emissions factors and correct known errors that were present in the previous version. 
Thus, because the ISCST3 dispersion modeling is dependent upon the mass daily emissions factors, 
PBS&J also re-ran the daily construction emissions factors to ensure that data from the latest version of 
URBEMIS (version 9.2.2) would be input into the dispersion model. The revised maximum daily 
emissions varied slightly from those included in Table 4.2-4 in the Draft EIR; however, the overall 
conclusions remained the same because none of the emissions exceeded SCAQMD thresholds using 
either version of URBEMIS.  

The revised maximum daily construction emissions data were then input into the ISCST3 dispersion 
model. With the inclusion of the revised data, including the project access driveway, the ISCST3 
dispersion model confirmed that the emissions resulting from construction activities would still not 
exceed SCAQMD Localized Significance Thresholds. The revised data for both maximum daily 
construction emissions (URBEMIS 2007 version 9.2.2) and LSTs (Tables 4.2-4 and 4.2-9 in the Draft 
EIR, respectively) have been updated and are included as text changes within the Final EIR. Additionally, 
the revised air quality construction emissions data is also included as Revised Appendix 3. Air quality 
impacts associated with emissions from peak construction activities (Impacts 4.2-2 and 4.2-5) would 
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remain less than significant. The identified updates to the air quality analysis do not result in any 
modifications to the original impact statements or levels of significance to the Draft EIR. 

9.2 TRAFFIC ANALYSIS 
Subsequent to the Planning Commission Study Session that was held on November 27, 2007, Urban 
Crossroads (EIR Traffic Consultant) and City staff have worked diligently to determine whether any 
other solution exists in place of the suggested parking removal along Goldenwest Street, between Ford 
Drive and Betty Drive, as stated in Mitigation Measure MM 4.12-2 of the Draft EIR. As discussed in the 
Draft EIR, MM 4.12-2 was required to reduce the potentially significant project impact during the AM 
peak hour at the intersection of Goldenwest Street and Slater Avenue. Based upon discussions with City 
staff, trip generation in the Draft EIR was found to warrant further evaluation.  

9.2.1 Trip Generation Estimates 
As discussed throughout the Draft EIR and this Final EIR, trip generation rates for the proposed project 
were based upon traffic counts at an existing, similar senior center in Newport Beach (the Oasis Senior 
Center). The Newport Beach Oasis Senior Center was found to be the best possible match available 
because the facility operates in much the same manner as that proposed for the project. Typical senior 
center classes and activities are held during primary operating hours and the facility can also be used for 
special events during nighttime hours.  

The trip generation data collected from this facility are still thought to represent the best match possible; 
however, it was determined that the AM peak hour data collected from this facility deserved further 
review. The Oasis Senior Center is available for use prior to 8 A.M., whereas the proposed hours of 
operation of the project would not begin until 8 A.M. Thus, the traffic counts that were collected for the 
AM peak hour may not reflect trip generation estimates suitable for the project site. For example, the 
AM peak hour trips that were collected actually caught a large outbound meeting attendance (a total of 
274 trips) with only a comparatively small inbound number (60) of trips. Thus, additional research was 
performed to determine the appropriate AM peak hour trip generation estimates for the proposed 
project.  

Revised trip generation estimates were performed utilizing the baseline data for the existing Rodgers 
Senior Center to extrapolate trip generation rates for the proposed project. Based on information 
provided by the Huntington Beach Community Services Department, the maximum average attendance 
in the AM peak hour is approximately 84 persons. This attendance does not account for the number of 
“drop-ins” and potential fitness/weight room use but also doesn’t reflect how many people may have 
used buses, carpools, or other means of transportation to get to the site. As such, this represents a fairly 
accurate estimate for trip generation to the existing site. Because the project site is approximately three 
times larger than the existing facility, for purposes of trip generation estimates, it is assumed that the 
proposed project would result in an estimate that is three times as large as the existing senior center. As a 
result, the projected use in the morning is approximately 252 persons. Though each individual is not 
expected to arrive via single occupant vehicle, a conservative analysis includes trip generation of 252 
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entering vehicles. It is expected that the majority of entering vehicles will remain on-site at least one hour 
(i.e., attending a morning class or social event), by which time the morning peak commute period will be 
over. This analysis makes the conservative assumption that 25 percent of arriving vehicles will depart 
during the peak hour of adjacent street traffic. This scenario would represent approximately 252 vehicles 
inbound during the AM peak hour and 63 vehicles outbound during the AM peak hour.  

The traffic analysis was re-run with the revised estimate (252 trips inbound and 63 trips outbound) 
during the AM peak hour. This revised analysis results in a less-than-significant impact and no mitigation 
is required. The revised traffic data are included as Revised Appendix 10 to this Final EIR. Therefore, 
through this additional traffic analysis, it was concluded that MM 4.12-2 was not necessary and the 
associated parking on Goldenwest Street will therefore, not be removed as a result of this project.  

The revised traffic generation data have been updated and are included as text changes within the Final 
EIR. 
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CHAPTER 10 Text Changes 

10.1 FORMAT OF TEXT CHANGES 
Text changes are intended to clarify or correct information in the Draft EIR in response to comments 
received on the document, or as initiated by Lead Agency staff. Revisions are shown in Section 10.2 
(Text Changes) below as excerpts from the Draft EIR text, with a line through deleted text and a double 
underline beneath inserted text. In order to indicate the location in the Draft EIR where text has been 
changed, the reader is referred to the page number of the Draft EIR. 

10.2 TEXT CHANGES 
This section includes revisions to text, by Draft EIR Section, that were initiated either by Lead Agency 
staff or in response to public comments. The changes appear in order of their location in the Draft EIR. 

Page vi, Contents 

Volume II: Environmental Impact Report Appendices 

Page 2-3, Section 2.5 (Significant and Unavoidable Impacts) 

There were no project-specific significant and unavoidable impacts identified in this EIR. All of the 
potentially significant impacts identified in the various issue areas were reduced to less-than-significant 
levels with the incorporation of mitigation measures and CRs. However, a significant cumulative impact 
associated with aesthetics could occur. As a result, to approve the proposed project, the City of 
Huntington Beach must adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Sections 15043 and 15093. Detailed discussions of project impacts, including cumulative impacts, can be 
found in Section 4 (Environmental Impact Analysis) of this document. 

Page 2-4, Section 2.7 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) 

MM 4.1-3(a) All exterior nighttime lighting shall be angled down and away from the adjacent open space 
areas. Prismatic glass coverings and cutoff shields shall be used where feasible to further prevent 
spillover off site. 
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Page 2-4, Section 2.7 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) 

MM 4.1-3(e) Trees and barrier-type vegetation should be placed on throughout the site, including along 
the entire perimeter, to help shield vehicle headlights in the parking areas and access roads from adjacent 
uses to the north and south. 

Page 2-8, Section 2.7 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) 

MM 4.3-2 (This MM is Measure Biological Resources-4 from the Central Park Master Plan EIR) 

The City shall mitigate for impacts to raptor foraging habitat through dedication as open space, 
conservation and/or enhancing areas of raptor foraging habitat at a ratio of 1:1 for acres of impact on 
raptor foraging habitat to provide suitable habitat values and functions for raptors. Mitigation for impacts 
on raptor foraging habitat will be accomplished within suitable areas that are City-owned and preferably 
nearby, such as the areas in association with the Sully Miller Lake Group Facility, Low Intensity 
Recreation Area, Semi-Active Recreation Area, and/or Midden Area/Urban Forest/Trailhead. 
Enhancement would include, but not be limited to, the planting of native trees within and adjacent to 
conserved areas of raptor foraging habitat. Prior to ground disturbance, the City shall identify the 
particular site or area to be enhanced and shall formulate a plan to accomplish the raptor foraging habitat 
enhancement activities. This plan shall be reviewed for approval by a qualified biologist. 

Page 2-10, Section 2.7 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) 

MM 4.5-2 In order to mitigate the erosion potential of the slopes adjacent to the site, the near surface 
soils shall be compacted along the northern slope face (earthen berm) where the site improvements 
encroach upon the existing slopes (i.e., the northern slope or earthen berm). The slope shall then be 
covered with an appropriate erosion protection device and drought tolerant plants. Surface water runoff 
must be diverted away from the top of the slope to reduce the likelihood of surficial sliding and erosion. 

Page 2-12, Section 2.7 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) 

MM 4.6-1(c) (This MM is Measure Hazards-9 from the Central Park Master Plan EIR) 

Any unrecorded or unknown wells uncovered during the excavation or grading process shall be 
immediately reported to and coordinated with the City and Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal 
Resources (DOGGR). In addition, should any known and unexpected landfills be excavated and 
discovered during the construction phase of the proposed project, construction work will be immediately 
halted and the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) will be notified. Further construction operations will 
resume at the discretion of LEA and upon work approval by LEA. 
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Page 2-14, Section 2.7 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures) 

MM 4.7-1 and MM 4.7-2 

MM 4.7-5, MM 4.7-1, and MM 4.7-2 The project proponent shall prepare and implement a Nutrient 
and Pesticide Management Program. 

A Nutrient and Pesticide Management Program (NPMP) shall be prepared and implemented to minimize 
the risk of pollutants associated with landscape establishment and maintenance practices in runoff 
waters. This NPMP shall include guidelines, application regulations, and applicator training, and shall 
encourage minimization of chemical use. 

Page 2-17, Section 2.3 (Summary of Proposed Project) 

MM 4.12-4 The intersection of Goldenwest Street at Talbert Avenue shall be modified to include the 
project driveway as the west leg, with appropriate corresponding signal modifications and intersection 
lane improvements. The City Traffic Engineer Transportation Manager shall determine the ultimate 
signal modifications that are most appropriate for the project site. Design recommendations include, but 
are not limited to, the following: 

 Split phase operations for east-west movements 
 Adequate pedestrian green to accommodate a slower walk speed (e.g., 2.8 feet per second) 
 Address design site distance 
 Increased letter sizes on roadway signs 
 Increased signal clearance intervals 

Page 4.1-15, Section 4.1.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

A qualitative assessment of visual impacts was prepared by evaluating the existing visual setting and 
comparing it to visual conditions assumed to occur under the proposed project. It is important to note 
that an assessment of visual impacts is not a quantitative analysis, but rather qualitative and can be largely 
subjective. 

The project site and surrounding uses were observed, and photographs were taken to determine the 
short- and long-term visual effects of the proposed project. Policies from the City’s General Plan and 
applicable zoning ordinances were identified to determine if the project design was consistent with these 
adopted plans. 

Page 4.1-17, Section 4.1.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Views of the project site from the Shipley Nature Center located to the north of the site are presently 
obstructed by the large earthen berm at north of the northern boundary of the site. … 
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Page 4.1-25, Section 4.1.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

MM 4.1-3(a) All exterior nighttime lighting shall be angled down and away from the adjacent open space areas. 
Prismatic glass coverings and cutoff shields shall be used where feasible to further prevent spillover off 
site. 

Page 4.1-25, Section 4.1.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

MM 4.1-3(e) Trees and barrier-type vegetation should be place on throughout the site, including along the entire 
perimeter, to help shield vehicle headlights in the parking areas and access road from adjacent uses to 
the north and south. 

Page 4.2-16, Section 4.2.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Localized Significance Thresholds for Construction 

In addition to the daily air emission thresholds established by SCAQMD, potential localized impacts for 
certain criteria pollutants with regard to project-related emissions are calculated using a separate method. 
For smaller projects (up to and including 5 acres, such as the proposed project), localized significance 
thresholds (LSTs) were developed in response to the SCAQMD Governing Board’s Environmental 
Justice Enhancement Initiative I-4. The LST methodology was provisionally adopted by the SCAQMD 
Governing Board in October 2003 and formally approved by SCAQMD's Mobile Source Committee in 
February 2005. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause or 
contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard, 
and are developed based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for each source receptor area 
and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. As mentioned previously, a LST screening analysis using 
the SCAQMD provided mass-rate lookup tables only applies to projects that are 5 acres or less in size 
and are only applicable to CO, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5. For project sites larger than 5 acres, the SCAQMD 
recommends that ISCST3 dispersion modeling be performed for CO, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5. Dispersion 
modeling can be done on a voluntary basis by public agencies to determine whether or not a project may 
generate significant adverse localized air quality impacts. As the proposed project is approximately 
5 acres in size, a screening analysis was performed using the mass-rate lookup tables provided by 
SCAQMD. 

In addition to the daily air emission thresholds established by SCAQMD, potential localized impacts for 
certain criteria pollutants with regard to project-related emissions are calculated using a separate method. 
Localized Significance Thresholds (LSTs) were developed in response to the SCAQMD Governing 
Board’s Environmental Justice Enhancement Initiative (I-4). The LST methodology was provisionally 
adopted by the SCAQMD Governing Board in October 2003 and formally approved by SCAQMD’s 
Mobile Source Committee in February 2005. LSTs represent the maximum emissions from a project that 
are not expected to cause or contribute to an exceedance of the most stringent applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality standard, and are developed based on the ambient concentrations of that pollutant for 
each source receptor area and distance to the nearest sensitive receptor. 
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LSTs, which are voluntary, only apply to CO, NO2, and PM10 emissions during construction at the 
discretion of the lead agency. Screening-level analysis of LSTs is only recommended for project sites that 
are 5 acres or less. The SCAQMD recommends that projects over 5 acres should perform air quality 
dispersion modeling to assess impacts to nearby sensitive receptors. The total size of the proposed 
project site is approximately 5 acres. However, because the access driveway leading to the project site is 
proposed to be constructed with the new senior center, the ISCST3 dispersion modeling is an 
appropriate method of analysis. ISCST3 dispersion modeling was performed to identify CO, NO2, PM10, 
and PM2.5 emissions during construction of the proposed project using the BEEST dispersion model. 
Dispersion modeling can be done on a voluntary basis by public agencies to determine whether or not a 
project may generate significant adverse localized air quality impacts at the nearest sensitive receptors. 
LSTs have been established by the SCAQMD only for construction of projects and do not apply to 
emissions during operation as localized concentration cannot be properly quantified during operation 
due to the variable locations of mobile sources, which make up the largest source of criteria air pollutants 
under operation of the proposed project. 

Page 4.2-19, Section 4.2.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Because of the construction time frame and the normal day-to-day variability in construction activities, it 
is difficult, if not impossible, to precisely quantify the daily emissions associated with each phase of the 
proposed construction activities. Nonetheless, Table 4.2-4 identifies daily emissions that are estimated to 
occur on peak construction days. These calculations assume that appropriate dust control measures 
would be implemented during each phase of development as required by SCAQMD Rule 403—Fugitive 
Dust, and that all other appropriate mitigation (MM 4.2-2(a) through MM 4.2-2(e)), such as routine 
equipment maintenance, has been used. Cut and fill activities would occur to a depth of approximately 
10 feet during site grading. However, based on this relatively small amount of cut and fill and the size of 
the project site, all soil is assumed to be kept on site and will not be hauled on or off site. As shown in 
Table 4.2-4, construction related daily emissions would not exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds. 

As shown, construction related daily emissions would exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds for 
VOC during the peak construction phase, which is considered a potentially significant impact. These 
emissions are primarily due to the application of architectural coatings to the senior center structure 
during the architectural coatings subphase of building construction. Implementation of mitigation 
measure MM 4.2-2(e) will reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level. 
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Page 4.2-20, Section 4.2.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 
 

Table 4.2-4 Estimated Peak Daily Construction Emissions 
in Pounds per Day 

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day 
Emissions Source VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2..5a 

Site Excavation, Grading, and Utility Installation 
Construction Equipment 4.47 38.17 17.65 — 1.97 1.81 
On-Road Vehicles 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Fugitive Dusta — — — — 51.81 10.82 
Worker Trips 0.05 0.10 1.70 0.00 0.01 0.01 

Maximum Daily Emissions 4.52 38.27 19.35 0.00 53.79 12.64 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Construction Phase 
Construction Equipment 3.12 26.76 14.64 0.01 1.47 1.34 
Asphalt Paving 2.48 14.22 9.47 0.00 1.17 1.07 
Architectural Coatings 43.83 0.03 0.54 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Maximum Daily Emissions 49.43 41.01 24.65 0.01 2.64 2.41 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
SOURCE: EIP Associates, a division of PBS&J, 2007. Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix 3. 
a Assumes watering of the proposed project site would occur three times per day. 

 

Table 4.2-4 Estimated Peak Daily Construction Emissions 
in Pounds per Day 

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day 
Emissions Source VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2..5a 

Site Excavation, Grading, and Utility Installation 
Construction Equipment 3.31 28.00 13.56 — 1.41 1.30 
On-Road Vehicles 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
Fugitive Dusta — — — — 25.91 5.41 
Worker Trips 0.04 0.07 1.13 0.00 0.01 0.00 

Maximum Daily Emissions 3.35 28.07 14.69 0.00 27.33 6.71 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
Construction Phase 
Construction Equipment 4.01 18.05 14.95 0.02 1.33 1.21 
Asphalt Paving 3.12 17.81 11.70 0.00 1.51 1.38 
Architectural Coatings 43.83 0.03 0.54 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Maximum Daily Emissions 50.96 35.89 27.19 0.02 2.84 2.59 
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0 55.0 
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Table 4.2-4 Estimated Peak Daily Construction Emissions 
in Pounds per Day 

Peak Day Emissions in Pounds per Day 
Emissions Source VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2..5a 

Significant Impact? No No No No No No 
SOURCE: EIP Associates, a division of PBS&J, 2007. Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix 3. 
a Assumes watering of the proposed project site would occur three times per day. 

Page 4.2-21, Section 4.2.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

In addition to the standard City requirements listed above, mitigation measures (MM) are recommended 
by SCAQMD to ensure reduce NOX emissions during construction activities would remain below 
SCAQMD thresholds and to reduce VOC emissions from application of architectural coatings. 
Mitigation measures MM 4.2-2(a) through MM 4.2-2(c) also satisfy certain measures identified in the 
Central Park Master Plan EIR. The language in these measures has been modified to reflect project-
specific components of the proposed senior center where necessary, or for compliance with SCAQMD, 
although their intent remains the same. The original measures from the Central Park Master Plan EIR 
appear in Table 4-1 of this EIR. 

Page 4.2-25, Section 4.2.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

To determine potential criteria pollutant concentrations during construction activities, the SCAQMD has 
developed LSTs to determine maximum allowable concentrations of CO, NO2, PM2.5, and PM10 
construction emissions for projects. LSTs do not apply to emissions during operation. For projects 
greater than 5 acres in total area, dispersion modeling is recommended to determine worst-case pollutant 
concentration at sensitive receptors associated with construction of the project. Therefore, dispersion 
modeling was conducted for the proposed project to assess potential impacts to nearby sensitive 
receptors. for projects 5 acres or less in total area for CO, NO2, PM10, and PM2.5. The project site is 
approximately 5 acres in size, and construction emissions are therefore comparable to these LSTs.  Total 
worst-case construction emissions for the proposed project are included in Table 4.2-4. These emissions 
were entered into the dispersion model to identify the maximum daily construction emissions at nearby 
sensitive receptors. Table 4.2-9 compares the total worst-case construction emissions to the LSTs for 
SRA 18, where the proposed project is located. As shown in Table 4.2-9, the proposed project would not 
result in substantial pollution concentration at sensitive receptors during construction activities. Since 
construction of the proposed project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial concentrations 
of criteria pollutants, this impact would be less than significant. CR 4.2-2 and mitigation measure 
MM 4.2-2 would apply to this impact and ensure that criteria pollutants would not exceed SCAQMD 
established thresholds. 
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Table 4.2-9 Total Construction Emissions and Localized Significance Thresholds 

Air Pollutant 
Maximum Daily 

Construction Emissions  Thresholds of Significance  
Quantity of Pollutant 
Exceeding Threshold  Significant Impact? 

CO 24.65 lbs/day 2,039 lbs/day 0 No 
NO2 41.01 lbs/day 354 lbs/day 0 No 
PM10 53.79 lbs/day 57 lbs/day 0 No 
PM2.5 12.64 lbs/day 18 lbs/day 0 No 
SOURCE: EIP Associates, a division of PBS&J, 2007; SCAQMD, Localized Significance Threshold Methodology, June 2003. 

 

Table 4.2-9 Total Construction Emissions and Localized Significance Thresholds 

Air Pollutant 
Maximum Daily 

Construction Emissions  Thresholds of Significance  
Quantity of Pollutant 
Exceeding Threshold  Significant Impact? 

CO 1- Hour 0.10 ppm 15.0 ppm 0 No 
CO 8-Hour 0.01 ppm 4.93 ppm 0 No 
NO2 0.009 ppm 0.149 ppm 0 No 
PM10 9.45 µg/m3 10.4 µg/m3 0 No 
PM2.5 2.31 µg/m3 10.4 µg/m3 0 No 
SOURCE: EIP Associates, a division of PBS&J, 2007; ISCST3 Version 02035); SCAQMD, 2003. Localized Significance Threshold 

Methodology. Summarized result calculations are provided in Appendix 3.  

 

Page 4.3-21, Section 4.3.7 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

MM 4.3-2 (This MM is Measure Biological Resources-4 from the Central Park Master Plan EIR) 

The City shall mitigate for impacts to raptor foraging habitat through dedication as open space, 
conservation and/or enhancing areas of raptor foraging habitat at a ratio of 1:1 for acres of impact on 
raptor foraging habitat to provide suitable habitat values and functions for raptors. Mitigation for 
impacts on raptor foraging habitat will be accomplished within suitable areas that are City-owned and 
preferably nearby, such as the areas in association with the Sully Miller Lake Group Facility, Low 
Intensity Recreation Area, Semi-Active Recreation Area, and/or Midden Area/Urban 
Forest/Trailhead. Enhancement would include, but not be limited to, the planting of native trees 
within and adjacent to conserved areas of raptor foraging habitat. Prior to ground disturbance, the 
City shall identify the particular site or area to be enhanced and shall formulate a plan to accomplish 
the raptor foraging habitat enhancement activities. This plan shall be reviewed for approval by a 
qualified biologist. 

Page 4.3-22-23, Section 4.3.8 (Cumulative Impacts) 

This cumulative impact analysis considers development of the proposed project, in conjunction with 
other development within the vicinity of the proposed project in the City of Huntington Beach. The 
primary effects of the proposed project, when considered with the past, present, and probable future 
projects in the vicinity of the project site, would be the cumulative direct loss of undeveloped land and 
the potential removal of sensitive wildlife and habitat. Loss of sensitive habitat within this geographic 
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context the localized areas would further decrease the amount of this habitat within the immediate area 
and add to the cumulative loss of sensitive species in the region. This cumulative issue is addressed below 
and the project’s overall contribution to this cumulative impact is analyzed. 

If the burrowing owl, nesting raptors, or MBTA-protected species’ nests are found to be present within 
the project site avoidance measures identified in mitigation measures MM 4.3-1(a) and (b) would 
establish setbacks and permitted activities to ensure active nests are not lost. Although these should be 
sufficient to avoid substantial impacts, should they be needed, mitigation measures MM 4.3-1 (a) and (b) 
also identify mechanisms to develop as-needed mitigation measures should the CDFG or USWFS 
establish the need for them. As such, the proposed project would not contribute to a cumulative loss of 
the burrowing owl or its habitat or nesting raptors, or MBTA-protected species. The project’s cumulative 
impacts would be less than significant. 

The proposed project would represent an incremental loss of raptor foraging habitat; however, per 
mitigation measure MM 4.3-2, development of the proposed project would require off-site mitigation 
through dedication, conservation, and/or enhancement of raptor foraging habitat elsewhere within 
Central Park. While the ruderal vegetative community that would be removed through implementation of 
the proposed project is not considered sensitive, the raptor foraging habitat and associated avian species 
that it sustains are considered sensitive. Mitigation measure 4.3-2 would ensure that though raptor 
foraging habitat would be removed, the local population that is dependent upon it is not displaced and 
can be maintained at other suitable, localized habitat. As such, the proposed project would not contribute 
to a cumulative loss of local raptor species. The project’s cumulative impacts would be less than 
significant. 

As noted above, the project site is currently almost completely bare, and does not provide a locally or 
regionally important wildlife corridor. As such, the proposed project would not contribute to a 
cumulative loss of a locally or regionally important wildlife corridor. The project’s cumulative impacts 
would be less than significant. 

Page 4.5-15, Section 4.5.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

MM 4.5-2 In order to mitigate the erosion potential of the slopes adjacent to the site, the near surface soils shall be 
compacted along the northern slope face (earthen berm) where the site improvements encroach upon the 
existing slopes (i.e., the northern slope or earthen berm). The slope shall then be covered with an 
appropriate erosion protection device and drought tolerant plants. Surface water runoff must be 
diverted away from the top of the slope to reduce the likelihood of surficial sliding and erosion. 

Page 4.5-19, Section 4.5.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Groundwater was recently encountered at a depth of 18 or more feet below the ground surface at the 
site. Based on historical data provided by CDMG, groundwater may be as high as 10 feet below the 
ground surface. Cut and fill activities are anticipated to occur to a depth of approximately 10 feet during 
site grading. Since groundwater may be shallower or deeper at the time of construction than the depth 
encountered at the time of subsurface evaluation at the project site, actual depths will be evaluated in the 
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field during construction to ensure that excavations would not encroach the groundwater table. Provided 
no deep excavations are made (at a depth below the groundwater table), groundwater is not anticipated 
to impact the grading and proposed improvements. 

Page 4.6-12, Section 4.6.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

MM 4.6-1(c) (This MM is Measure Hazards-9 from the Central Park Master Plan EIR) 

Any unrecorded or unknown wells uncovered during the excavation or grading process shall be 
immediately reported to and coordinated with the City and Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal 
Resources (DOGGR). In addition, should any known and unexpected landfills be excavated and 
discovered during the construction phase of the proposed project, construction work will be immediately 
halted and Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) will be notified. Further construction operations will 
resume at the discretion of LEA and upon work approval by LEA. 

Page 4.7-33, Section 4.7.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.7-2 would assure that on-site drainage is adequate to 
prevent on-site flooding and that peak stormwater runoff rates are reduced to the maximum extent 
practicable to prevent contributions to off-site flooding. The potential proposed project drainage towards 
the Shipley Nature Center is speculative; however, mitigation measure MM 4.7-2 would reduce potential 
impacts of increased runoff and potential effects on the Shipley Nature Center would not be substantial. 
As required by MM 4.7-2, the Drainage Plan will include measures to reduce post-construction peak 
runoff rates and timing to existing levels, as ensured by the City’s Public Works Department. As a result, 
the proposed project would not contribute to future runoff rates on site or to off site areas (including the 
Shipley Nature Center) above those that currently exist. Therefore, potential on-site or off-site flooding 
impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

Page 4.9-18, Section 4.9.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

The closest sensitive receptor is located approximately 800 feet to the west of the proposed project site. 
As such the noise associated with human conversation from special events such as wedding receptions 
would attenuate at a rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance to levels of approximately 43 dBA, which 
would be below the City of Huntington Beach Noise Ordinance Exterior Noise Standards. In addition, 
special events held at the project site during operation could include the use of loudspeakers, amplified 
music, and other sources of amplified noise. These amplified noise sources would be required to comply 
with the City of Huntington Beach Noise Ordinance exterior noise standards, shown in Table 4.9-6. In 
compliance with this regulation and to prevent noise impacts to nearby residences, the noise level of 
senior center operations as heard from nearby residences would be no greater than 55 dBA from 
7:00 A.M. to 10:00 P.M. and 50 dBA from 10 P.M. to 7 A.M.. Therefore, increased noise associated with 
operation of the senior center, including those associated with special events, would be below adhere to 
the established standards and would be considered less than significant. 
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Page 4.12-12, Section 4.12.2 (Regulatory Framework) 

Consistency Analysis 

…As discussed in Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation), the project would not result in any 
significant impacts that cannot be mitigated to less-than-significant levels. While the intersection of 
Goldenwest Street/Slater Avenue is projected to operate at LOS E during the AM peak hour with the 
proposed project, implementation of an additional northbound through lane at Goldenwest Street/Slater 
Avenue would return intersection operations to LOS C. 

Page 4.12-14, Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Project Trip Generation 

Trip generation represents the amount of traffic attracted to and produced by a development. Because of 
the unique nature of a senior center, count data were collected at a similar facility in a nearby community 
(the Oasis Senior Center in Newport Beach) and at the existing Rodgers Senior Center in Huntington 
Beach. Daily trip rates have been factored from the community center trip rate from the Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (ITE) informational report Trip Generation (7th Edition, 2003). Peak hour trip 
rates have been calculated from the count data and the size of the center studied. The resulting trip 
generation rates are included in Table 4.12-4. 
 

Table 4.12-4 Project Trip Generation Rates 
Weekday Trip Generation Ratesa 

Peak Hour 
AM PM 

Land Use Units b In Out Total In Out Total Daily c 
Senior Center TSF 1.33 

5.60 
6.09 
1.40 

7.42 
7.00 

0.89 2.44 3.33 75.45 

Saturday Trip Generation Ratesa 
Mid-day Peak Hour 

Land Use Unitsb In Out Total Dailyc 
Senior Center—Saturday TSF 0.4 4.53 4.93 35.05 
a SOURCE: Oasis Senior Center Count Data and Rodgers Senior Center Data 
b TSF = thousand square feet 
c Daily rates based on Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) peak to daily relationships for Community Centers 

 

As shown in Table 4.12-5, the proposed senior center is projected to generate a total of approximately 
3,395 trip-ends per day on a typical weekday. On a typical weekend, the project is projected to generate a 
total of 1,577 trip-ends per day. 
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Table 4.12-5 Project Trip Generation 
Weekday Trip Generation Summarya 

Peak Hour 
AM PM 

Land Use Quantity Unitsb In Out Total In Out Total Dailyc 
Senior Center 45.0 TSF 60 252 274 63 334 315 40 110 150 3,395 

Saturday Trip Generation Summarya 
Mid-day Peak Hour 

Land Use Quantity Unitsb In Out Total Dailyc 
Senior Center—Saturday 45.0 TSF 18 204 222 1,577 
a SOURCE: Oasis Senior Center Count Data 
b TSF = thousand square feet 
c Daily rates based on Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) peak to daily relationships for Community Centers 

 

Page 4.12-32, Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Intersection Level of Service 

Near term (2012) intersection levels of service for with and without project weekday conditions are 
shown in Table 4.12-6 (Intersection Analysis for Interim Year [2012], With and Without Project 
Weekday Conditions). All study area intersections except Goldenwest Street at Slater Avenue will 
experience acceptable levels of service with existing lanes. Although the intersection of Goldenwest 
Street at Slater Avenue will operate at LOS E conditions during the PM peak hour, this condition will 
occur even without the proposed project. Therefore, because the project does not contribute to the 
deficient traffic operations with a change of ICU of 0.01 or greater, the project would not be required to 
implement any traffic improvements at this intersection. With improvements consisting of converting the 
northbound right turn lane to a third northbound through lane, acceptable LOS can be achieved at all 
study intersections. This improvement can be implemented within the existing curb-to-curb cross-
section. 
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Table 4.12-6 Intersection Analysis for Interim Year (2012), With and Without 
Project Weekday Conditions 

Intersection Approach Lanesa 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound 

Critical 
Vol/Capacityb 

Level of 
Service Intersection 

Goldenwest St. (NS) at: 
Traffic 

Controlc L T R L T R L T R L T R AM PM AM PM 

With Project Conditions 

Slater Avenue (EW) TS 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.908 
0.903 0.920 E D E 

—with Improvements TS 1 3 0 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.815 
0.811 0.809 C D C 

Talbert Avenue (EW) TS 1 3 1 1 3 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0.486 0.580 A A 
Ellis Avenue (EW) TS 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0.482 0.607 A B 
Without Project Conditions 
Slater Avenue (EW) TS 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.882 0.912 D E 
—with improvements TS 1 3 0 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.791 0.801 C C 
Talbert Avenue (EW) TS 0 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0.350 0.495 A A 
Ellis Avenue (EW) TS 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0.433 0.590 A A 
a When a right turn is designated, the lane can either be striped or unstriped. To function as a right turn lane there must be sufficient 
width for right turning vehicles to travel outside through lanes. 
 L = Left, T = Through, R = Right. 1 = Improvement, > = Right Turn Overlap Phase, >> = Free Right Turn 
b Critical volume/capacity ratio and level of service are calculated using the following analysis software: Traffix, Version 7.8 R5 
(2007). Per the City of Huntington Beach standard, critical volume/capacity ratio and level of service are determined using the 
Intersection Capacity Utilization method for intersections with traffic signal control 
c TS = Traffic Signal 

 

Near term (2012) intersection levels of service for with and without project weekend conditions are 
shown in Table 4.12-7 (Intersection Analysis for Interim Year [2012], With and Without Project 
Weekend Conditions). Although all All intersections operate acceptably for weekend conditions (for both 
with and without project conditions), an analysis with improvements required for weekday conditions (as 
shown above in Table 4.12-6) has been performed and summarized on Table 4.12-7. 
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Table 4.12-7 Intersection Analysis for Interim Year (2012), With and Without 
Project Weekend Conditions 

Intersection Approach Lanesa 
Northbound Southbound Eastbound Westbound 

Critical 
Vol/Capacityb 

Level of 
Service Intersection 

Goldenwest St. (NS) at: 
Traffic 

Controlc L T R L T R L T R L T R Saturday Saturday 

With Project Conditions 
Slater Avenue (EW) TS 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.630 B 
—with improvements TS 1 3 0 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.564 A 
Talbert Avenue (EW) TS 1 3 1 1 3 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0.497 A 
Ellis Avenue (EW) TS 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0.448 A 
Without Project Conditions 
Slater Avenue (EW) TS 1 2 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.614 B 
—with improvements TS 1 3 0 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.549 A 
Talbert Avenue (EW) TS 0 3 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0.384 A 
Ellis Avenue (EW) TS 1 3 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 0.421 A 
a When a right turn is designated, the lane can either be striped or unstriped. To function as a right turn lane there must be sufficient 
width for right turning vehicles to travel outside through lanes. 
 L = Left, T = Through, R = Right. 1 = Improvement, > = Right Turn Overlap Phase, >> = Free Right Turn 
b Critical volume/capacity ratio and level of service are calculated using the following analysis software: Traffix, Version 7.8 R5 
(2007). Per the City of Huntington Beach standard, critical volume/capacity ratio and level of service are determined using the 
Intersection Capacity Utilization method for intersections with traffic signal control 
c TS = Traffic Signal 

 

A project impact is defined as a change in ICU of 0.01 or greater, where deficient traffic operations are 
projected to occur. The project causes an increase of 0.0260.021 (0.882 to 0.908 0.903) during the 
weekday AM peak hour, and an increase of 0.008 (0.912 to 0.920) during the weekday PM peak hour. 
The project therefore does not results in any potentially significant impacts during the weekday AM peak 
hour only at the intersection of Goldenwest Street (NS) at Slater Avenue (EW). 

Page 4.12-35, Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Impact 4.12-2 Under Year 2012 conditions, the proposed project would not cause an 
increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load 
and capacity of the street system. 

As shown in Table 4.12-5, the proposed senior center is projected to generate a total of approximately 
3,395 trip-ends per day on a typical weekday. In the AM peak hour the project is projected to generate 
approximately 334 315 vehicles per hour, while PM peak hour trip generation is estimated at 
approximately 150 vehicles per hour. On a typical Saturday, the project is projected to generate a total of 
1,577 trip-ends per day, with 222 vehicles per hour during the peak hour. 

A project impact is defined as a change in ICU of 0.01 or greater, where deficient traffic operations are 
projected to occur (i.e., LOS E or F). As illustrated in Tables 4.12-6 and 4.12-7, the project would not 
result in a change in ICU of 0.01 or greater at any of the project intersections where deficient traffic 
operations are projected to occur, in either the AM or PM peak hour or during weekend conditions. The 
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project causes an increase of 0.026 during the AM peak hour, causing the level of service to change from 
LOS D to LOS E at the intersection of Goldenwest Street/Slater Avenue. The project therefore results 
in a potentially significant impact during the AM peak hour only at the intersection of Goldenwest Street 
(NS) at Slater Avenue (EW). However, as As shown in Table 4.12-6 (Intersection Analysis for Interim 
Year (2012), With and Without Project Weekday Conditions), this the intersection of Goldenwest Street 
(NS) and Slater Avenue (EW) is anticipated to operate at LOS E conditions during the PM peak hour; 
however, this condition would occur (without improvements) even without the proposed project. 
Nonetheless Thus, because the project would not contribute to the deficient traffic operations with a 
change in ICU of 0.01 or greater, this is considered a less-than-significant impact. No mitigation would 
be required. implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.12-2 would be required to reduce this impact. 

Typically, projects would be required to pay fair-share contributions to such ambient growth impacts 
(those that are not solely caused by the project). However, because the improvements are expected to 
have minimal cost, the following improvements shall be constructed by the project. 

MM 4.12-2 The project shall provide an additional northbound through lane at the intersection of Goldenwest 
Street and Slater Avenue. This can be provided by restriping the existing northbound right turn lane, 
without any physical roadway widening. In addition, approximately 300 feet of existing on-street 
parking from Ford Drive to Betty Drive will need to be removed in order to allow three through lanes 
northbound. 

The on-street parking that would be removed as part of mitigation measure MM 4.12-2 is the most 
convenient parking for the six homes that front Goldenwest Street. Primary resident parking is provided 
for five of the six homes off the alley that parallels Goldenwest Street. The remaining home has driveway 
access from Goldenwest, and on-site parking. On-street parking is typically used by guests. Alternate on-
street parking within acceptable walking distance (less than 500 feet) is available on nearby local streets, 
including Ford Drive, Mill Circle, and Betty Drive. The loss of approximately 12 on-street parking spaces 
on Goldenwest therefore represents a less-than-significant impact. Consequently, implementation of 
mitigation measure MM 4.12-2 would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level. 

Page 4.12-36, Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

Impact 4.12-3 Implementation of the proposed project would not exceed standards 
established by the Orange County Transportation Authority. 

…The proposed project is anticipated to generate approximately 3,395 trips per weekday, and 1,577 trips 
per weekend, which would appear to trigger the requirement of a CMP TIA. However, the next step in 
the CMP analysis is to determine whether or not the project has the potential to impact any CMP 
facilities with an increase of three percent or more. Because the The project would not result in an 
increase in ICU of 0.01 or greater at any study area intersection, any increase in traffic volumes resulting 
from and the project impact resulting in an increase in ICU of .026 in the AM peak hour are expected to 
dissipate prior to interaction with CMP intersections. Consequently, this impact would be less than 
significant. 
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Page 4.12-38, Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

MM 4.12-4 The intersection of Goldenwest Street at Talbert Avenue shall be modified to include the project 
driveway as the west leg, with appropriate corresponding signal modifications and intersection lane 
improvements. The City Traffic Engineer Transportation Manager shall determine the ultimate signal 
modifications that are most appropriate for the project site. Design recommendations include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

 Split phase operations for east-west movements 
 Adequate pedestrian green to accommodate a slower walk speed (e.g., 2.8 feet per second) 
 Address design site distance 
 Increased letter sizes on roadway signs 
 Increased signal clearance intervals 

Page 4.12-39, Section 4.12.3 (Project Impacts and Mitigation) 

As discussed above, project implementation is anticipated to be consistent with local policies related to 
transportation, including the City of Huntington Beach General Plan Land Use and Transportation 
Circulation Elements. 

Page 4.13-33, Section 4.13.13 (Cumulative Impacts: Water Supply, Solid Waste, Wastewater, 
Energy) 

Cumulative growth in the service area could result in the need for additional conveyance infrastructure, 
and due to the continually developing nature of the service area,; however, due to the developed nature 
of the service area, it is expected that such expansion of conveyance infrastructure would be minimal. As 
such, the project’s contribution to new or expanded wastewater infrastructure facilities would not be 
cumulatively considerable. could result in significant cumulative environmental effects. 

Page 5-1, Section 5.1 (Significant Environmental Effects That Cannot Be Avoided if the 
Proposed Project is Implemented) 

Section 15126.2(b) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an EIR describe any significant impacts that 
cannot be avoided, even with the implementation of feasible mitigation measures. In such cases where an 
impact cannot be mitigated to a level considered less than significant, a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations must be prepared prior to approval of a project, and in accordance with CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15091 and 15093. The Proposed Project would result in no project-level impacts that 
are significant and unavoidable after implementation of available, feasible mitigation measures and with 
compliance with existing statutory requirements, as discussed in Chapter 4 of this EIR. However, a 
significant cumulative impact to aesthetics could occur. As a result, to approve the proposed project, the 
City of Huntington Beach must adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15043 and 15093. As such, a Statement of Overriding Considerations will not be 
prepared for the proposed project. 
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Page 6-4, Section 6.2 (Alternatives Rejected as Infeasible) 

This alternative suggests development of multiple, smaller-scale senior centers throughout the City. 
Various locations were assumed to occur on at least two of the nine sites identified within the 
Huntington Beach Senior Center Feasibility Study, prepared by LPA, Inc. and TSMG, Inc. in 2006. 
Construction of small-scale centers could accommodate a limited number of facilities, available activities, 
and patrons at each site, and would also preclude a central focal point for seniors to meet within the City. 
Instead, most patrons would utilize the nearest facility; thereby reducing the important opportunities for 
larger social gatherings and networking. Each site location would have differing environmental 
constraints. Compared to the proposed project, multiple centers would not have the flexibility to provide 
for a wide variety of uses simply due to size constraints at each location. In addition, the construction 
and operation of multiple centers would have a greater potential for cumulative environmental impacts. 
Further, the City does not own all of the nine sites evaluated in the Feasibility Study, which could lead to 
acquisition costs that the City would not be able to fund. As stipulated in Section 15126.6 of the CEQA 
Guidelines, an EIR should identify any alternatives that were rejected as infeasible and briefly explain the 
reasons underlying the determination. The alternatives analyzed in an EIR must be potentially feasible. 
The term “feasible” is defined in the Public Resources Code Section 21061.1 as  

capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, 
taking into account economic, environmental, social, and technological factors.  

As alternatives that are infeasible do not need to be considered as potential alternatives, and acquisition 
costs provide an economic reason for infeasibility, Therefore, this alternative was rejected from further 
analysis. 

Page 6-26, Section 6.4 (Comparison of Alternatives) 

Table 6-1 Comparison of Alternatives to the Proposed Project 

Environmental Issue Area 

No Project/ Reasonably Foreseeable Development 
AlternativeContinuation of Uses Allowed By Existing General 

Plan and Master Plan 

Reduced 
Project 

Alternative 
Alternative 

Site 
Aesthetics – – = 
Air Quality – – = 
Biological Resources = = = 
Cultural Resources = = = 
Geology and Soils = = = 
Hazards and Hazardous Materials = = = 
Hydrology and Water Quality – – = 
Land Use  – = – 
Noise – – + 
Public Services  = = = 
Recreation – – + 
Transportation – – = 
Utilities – – = 
(–) = Impacts considered to be less when compared with the proposed project. 
(+) = Impacts considered to be greater when compared with the proposed project. 
(=) = Impacts considered to be equal or similar to the proposed project. 
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Page 6-26, Section 6.5 (Environmentally Superior Alternative) 

A comparison of the proposed project with the alternatives analyzed in this section provides the basis for 
determination of the environmentally superior alternative. Table 6-1 indicates that the No 
Project/Reasonably Foreseeable Development Alternative No Project/Continuation of Uses Allowed By 
Existing General Plan and Master Plan and the Reduced Project Alternative would primarily result in 
impacts similar to the proposed project, but would also result in some impacts that would be less than 
the proposed project. The No Project/Reasonably Foreseeable Development Alternative No 
Project/Continuation of Uses Allowed By Existing General Plan and Master Plan would be the 
environmentally superior alternative of the two. In terms of the Alternative Site Alternative, this 
alternative would result in potentially greater impacts to noise and recreation. It is possible that these 
impacts at the alternative site to noise and recreation could be significant and unavoidable, and as such, 
this alternative would not be considered the environmentally superior alternative. 

Page 6-27, Section 6.5 (Environmentally Superior Alternative) 

Although the No Project/Reasonably Foreseeable Development Alternative No Project/Continuation of 
Uses Allowed By Existing General Plan and Master Plan would reduce many of the impacts of the 
proposed project, it would not necessarily reduce the significance of the impacts, as detailed above. In 
addition, this alternative would not achieve many of the project objectives. Nevertheless, because of its 
reduced intensity, the No Project/Reasonably Foreseeable Development Alternative No 
Project/Continuation of Uses Allowed By Existing General Plan and Master Plan is considered to be the 
environmentally superior alternative. 

10.3 FIGURE CHANGES 
The following figures changed as result of revised trip generation estimates, as discussed in Chapter 9 
(Summary of Additional Air Quality and Traffic Analyses): 

 Figure 4.12-10 (Weekday Project Only AM Peak Hour Intersection Volumes) 

 Figure 4.12-20 (Weekday Near Term [2012] with Project AM Peak Hour Intersection Volumes) 



FIGURE 4.12-10

Weekday Project Only AM Peak Hour Intersection Volumes
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FIGURE 4.12-10

Revised Weekday Project Only AM Peak Hour Intersection Volumes
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FIGURE 4.12-20

Weekday Near Term (2012) with Project
AM Peak Hour Intersection Volumes
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FIGURE 4.12-20

Revised Weekday Near Term (2012) with Project
AM Peak Hour Intersection Volumes
D21314.00
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CHAPTER 11 Responses to Comments 

11.1 ORGANIZATION OF THE RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 
In total, twelve comment letters regarding the Draft EIR were received from two State departments, one 
regional and/or local agency, and nine individuals. In addition, verbal comments and associated speaker 
cards were received at the Huntington Beach Senior Center Draft EIR Public Information Meeting that 
was held on October 11, 2007. Table 11-1 provides a comprehensive list of commenters in the order that 
they are presented in this section. 
 

Table 11-1 Comment Letters Received During the Draft EIR Comment Period 
No. Commenter/Organization Page 

STATE DEPARTMENTS 
1 Department of Transportation, Ryan Chamberlain, October 24, 2007 11-35 
2 Native American Heritage Commission, Dave Singleton, September 26, 2007 11-35 

REGIONAL/LOCAL AGENCIES 
3 City of Huntington Beach, Environmental Board, November 1, 2007 11-36 

INDIVIDUALS 
Written Letters 

4 Anthony Brine, October 30, 2007 11-41 
5 Larry Geisse, September 22, 2007 11-46 
6 Larry Geisse, October 12, 2007 11-46 
7 Robert Haben, October 3, 2007 11-46 
8 Patricia Kreamer, October 31, 2007 11-46 
9 Margern@aol.com, September 24, 2007 11-48 
10 Merle Moshiri, October 4, 2007 11-48 
11 Eileen Murphy, September 26, 2007 11-49 
12 Mindy White, October 31, 2007 11-52 

Verbal Comments 
Huntington Beach Senior Center Draft EIR Public Meeting, Verbal Comments, October 11, 2007  11-54 
Speaker Cards 
Tony Brine, October 11, 2007 11-57 
Bob Dettloff, October 11, 2007 11-57 
John McGregor, October 11, 2007 11-58 
Carol Settimo, October 11, 2007 11-58 
Mary Siegel, October 11, 2007 11-58 
Elmer Smith, October 11, 2007 11-58 
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This chapter of the Final EIR contains all comments received on the Draft EIR during the public review 
period, as well as the Lead Agency’s responses to these comments. Reasoned, factual responses have 
been provided to all comments received, with a particular emphasis on significant environmental issues. 
Detailed responses have been provided where a comment raises a specific issue; however, a general 
response has been provided where the comment is relatively general. Although some letters may raise 
legal or planning issues, these issues do not always constitute significant environmental issues. Therefore, 
the comment has been noted, but no response has been provided. Generally, the responses to comments 
provide explanation or amplification of information contained in the Draft EIR. 

11.2 COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 
This section contains the original comment letters, which have been bracketed to isolate the individual 
comments, followed by a section with the responses to the comments within the letter. As noted above, 
and stated in Sections 15088(a) and 15088(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, comments that raise significant 
environmental issues are provided with responses. Comments that are outside of the scope of CEQA 
review will be forwarded for consideration to the decision makers as part of the project approval process. 
In some cases, a response may refer the reader to a previous response, if that previous response 
substantively addressed the same issues. 
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11.3 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR 

11.3.1 Topical Responses 
There were three issues raised in a number of the comment letters: (1) the use of the Kettler School as an 
alternative site, (2) funding for the proposed project, and (3) the suggestion of a pool. Therefore, topical 
responses have been prepared that consider the key points of the comments on each of these issue areas 
and present one consolidated response on each issue. 

Topical Response-1 The school district board has not yet declared the Kettler School property 
surplus. Therefore, the City does not have the option to purchase the property 
under the Naylor Act. Consequently, the Draft EIR did not evaluate this property 
as an alternative site because the City’s ability to purchase it is speculative. 
Instead, the Alternatives analysis focused on an alternative site located at the 
northwest corner of Goldenwest and Ellis. This property is already owned by the 
City, and thus, the known feasibility of developing the site is greater, which 
provides a more accurate analysis per CEQA standards. 

Topical Response-2 Funding for the proposed project would be provided by park in-lieu fees, which 
became available due to an owner/participation agreement (OPA) for a particular 
downtown development. While the OPA calls for the developer to construct the 
senior center in-lieu of paying full Quimby fees, any park fee above and beyond 
that of the senior center’s construction costs will be paid to the City. Total park 
fees have not yet been determined. All developments are required to comply with 
the City’s park fee regulations. Thus, development of the proposed senior center 
would not result in the use of all available City park fees from project 
developments. 

Topical Response-3 A swimming pool is not part of the proposed project, and is therefore not 
analyzed within this EIR. Additionally, the provision of such an amenity is not an 
environmental issue. However, the proposed Senior Center does include other 
recreational uses serving senior citizens (i.e., group exercise room and fitness 
room). In addition, the City Gym and Pool is located approximately two miles 
south of the project site along Palm Avenue. All comments will be forwarded to 
decision-makers prior to their consideration of whether or not to approve the 
proposed project. 
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11.3.2 State Departments 

 Department of Transportation (DOT), October 24, 2007 
DOT-1 Comment noted. The Department of Transportation, Caltrans District 12 has no 

comment on the Draft EIR at this time. 

 Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), September 25, 
2007 

NAHC-1 A Cultural Resources Survey and Testing Report and a Paleontological Resources 
Assessment were prepared for the project site. As part of the report preparation, SWCA 
Environmental Consultants contacted the South Central Coastal Information Center 
(SCCIC), which is the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center 
(CHRIS). 

NAHC-2 The northern half of the project area lies within the recorded southern portion of 
prehistoric site CA-ORA-142. Therefore, a records search, Native American consultation, 
pedestrian survey of the property, and subsequent test trenching was performed to assess 
the presence of cultural resources. The findings are detailed in the Cultural Resources 
Survey and Testing Report prepared for the proposed project and summarized in 
Section 4.4 (Cultural Resources) of the Draft EIR. Intact portions of CA-ORA-142 were 
not identified in the area that would be impacted by the proposed project. While not 
expected, in the event that an intact portion of CA-ORA-142 is identified, it should be 
evaluated for California Register of Historical Resources eligibility with further 
management recommendations based on the results of that evaluation. Implementation 
of mitigation measures MM 4.4-1(a) through (c) require monitoring of construction 
activities by a qualified professional archaeologist and require the scientific recovery and 
evaluation of any archaeological resources that could be encountered, which would 
ensure that important scientific information that could be provided by these resources 
regarding history or prehistory is not lost. 

NAHC-3 According to the Cultural Resources Survey conducted for the proposed project, the 
California NAHC’s Sacred Lands File search indicated the presence of sensitive Native 
American resources within the vicinity of the project. Representatives from three Native 
American bands declared that the project area is sensitive for Native American resources 
including human remains. Representatives from three Native American groups 
(Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council, Juaneño Acjachemen Band of 
Mission Indians, and Juaneño Band of Mission Indians) have recommended Native 
American monitoring of ground-disturbing construction activities. As a result, mitigation 
measure MM 4.4-1(c) requires that the City arrange for a qualified Native American 
monitor to be present at the project site during all project-related ground-disturbing 
construction activities, including the recompaction of soils on the adjacent berm. 
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NAHC-4 Mitigation measures MM 4.4-1(a), MM 4.4-1(b), and MM 4.4-1(c) provide mitigation for 
impacts associated with archaeological resources. As previously discussed, these 
mitigation measures require monitoring of construction activities by a qualified 
professional archaeologist and require the scientific recovery and evaluation of any 
archaeological resources that could be encountered, thus ensuring that important 
scientific information that could be provided by these resources regarding history or 
prehistory is not lost. 

NAHC-5 Mitigation measure MM 4.4-3 ensures the appropriate examination, treatment, and 
protection of human remains, including Native American human remains, as required by 
law. The lead agency would be working with the NAHC to assure appropriate and 
dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated grave liens in 
the event of the discovery of a burial, human bone, or suspected human bone. 

NAHC-6 The lead agency has identified appropriate avoidance measures for the discovery of 
significant cultural resources during the course of project planning and implementation. 
Mitigation measures identified in Section 4.4 (Cultural Resources) provide mitigation for 
impacts associated with the discovery of cultural resources, including avoidance measures. 
Such mitigation includes, but is not limited to, the halt of construction activities within 
50 feet of archaeological or paleontological resources discovered during ground-
disturbing activities until the archaeologist/paleontologist evaluates the significance of the 
resource. 

11.3.3 Regional/Local Agency 

 Huntington Beach Environmental Board (HBEB), November 1, 
2007 

HBEB-1 Comment noted. This comment contains introductory or general information, and it is 
not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise 
any specific environmental issue. Please refer to specific comments and recommendations 
below. 

HBEB-2 This comment states that there is insufficient review of the alternatives to the proposed 
site. According to Section 15126.6 (d) of the CEQA Guidelines: 

The EIR shall include sufficient information about each alternative to allow meaningful 
evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the proposed project. A matrix displaying the 
major characteristics and significant environmental effects of each alternative may be 
used to summarize the comparison. If an alternative would cause one or more 
significant effects in addition to those that would be caused by the project as proposed, 
the significant effects of the alternative shall be discussed, but in less detail than the 
significant effects of the proposed project. 
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The alternatives analysis presented in Chapter 6 of the Draft EIR presents a comparative 
evaluation of the environmental issue areas that were analyzed for the proposed project 
for all three alternatives that were considered, including Alternative 3 (Alternative Site-
Northwest Corner of Ellis Avenue and Goldenwest Street). 

As discussed on page 6-2 of the Draft EIR, Alternative 3 was evaluated “for the purpose 
of reducing construction-related and operational noise impacts within the park by shifting 
development from the core of the park to the periphery, adjacent to a more developed 
environment. It would also preserve open space within the core area of the park and 
allow for subsequent improvement of the originally proposed project site with low-scale, 
low-intensity, and primarily passive recreational uses. This location was selected because 
of the favorable characteristics cited in the Huntington Beach Senior Center Feasibility 
Study (LPA 2006), the relatively centralized location of the site, and the accessibility 
provided by Goldenwest Street and Ellis Avenue (two major roadways) and an existing 
transit stop immediately south of the intersection on Goldenwest Street.” 

As is routinely practiced, due to the nature of such environmental documents, the 
alternatives discussion does not need to be presented in the same level of detail as the 
assessment of the proposed project. In Chapter 6 (Alternatives to the Proposed Project) 
of the Draft EIR, a brief description of the proposed Alternative was provided, which 
was followed by an analysis of each environmental issue area by threshold as it relates to 
the proposed Alternative site. In addition, the discussion provided a significance 
comparison for each potential impact in relation to that of the proposed project. 

As mentioned on page 6-23 of the Draft EIR, it was determined that implementation of 
Alternative 3 would result in less significant impacts with respect to land use compared to 
the proposed project “due to the intended level of development prescribed in the Central 
Park Master Plan for the alternative site.” However, it may result in greater impacts to 
noise and recreation. As discussed on page 6-23 of the Draft EIR, “Due to the presence 
of residential structures across Goldenwest Street and Ellis Avenue, which are in closer 
proximity to the alternative site than the proposed project, certain construction activities 
could increase vibration levels at nearby residences beyond thresholds established by the 
Federal Transportation Authority. As such, this impact, although temporary, would be 
considered potentially significant and greater than the proposed project.” In addition, as 
discussed on page 6-24 of the Draft EIR, “If the senior center were developed on this 
alternative site, they [the equestrian center], would no longer be able to use the area for 
that purpose [overflow parking during large horse shows]. Therefore, since existing uses 
would be displaced and certain intended recreational uses may not be constructed under 
this alternative [such as the aquatics complex], potential impacts to recreational resources 
would be greater than the proposed project.” All other potential impacts to 
environmental issue areas are largely similar to the proposed project, as discussed on 
pages 6-18 through 6-25 of the Draft EIR. A comparison of all three Alternatives was 
also provided in Table 6-1 to visually illustrate the potential significance of impacts 
compared to the proposed project (greater than, less than, or equal to). 
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Finally, the discussion of alternatives must focus on those capable of either avoiding or 
substantially lessening any significant environmental effects of the project, and 
Alternative 3 was not considered the environmentally superior alternative for purposes of 
the analysis. 

HBEB-3 The commenter is correct in noting that although there are no currently designed uses for 
the project site, the Central Park Master Plan EIR analyzed the project site for the future 
development of passive recreational uses. While this intended use has never been 
implemented and the site remains undeveloped, the project site’s current primary use is 
its contribution to the low-intensity development character of the area. The potential land 
use and recreational impacts resulting from development on such an area are analyzed in 
Section 4.11-2 (Recreation) and summarized in Impact 4.8-1 (Land Use and Planning) of 
the Draft EIR. In addition, development of a recreational facility such as the proposed 
project, is a conditionally permitted use within the OS-PR (Open Space—Parks & 
Recreation) zoning designation according to the Huntington Beach Zoning and 
Subdivision Ordinance. 

As stated in Impact 4.11-2 (Recreation), the existing use of the project site qualifies as an 
undeveloped passive use recreational area, and the site primarily provides access to the 
formal path located to the west. Informal use occurs as park users walk through the site 
for access to the developed parkland and pedestrian path just west of the project site. In 
addition, nearby schools occasionally use the area as part of a larger cross-country route 
through Central Park, and incidental remote control vehicle use occurs on the site. 
Development of the proposed project site would change from a vacant area where limited 
recreational opportunities exist, to a site with a developed senior center where uses would 
occur during regular weekday hours, as well as occasional nighttime and weekend 
operations. The site would have more development than other areas west of Goldenwest 
Street, including McCraken Meadow, the disc golf course, and the Shipley Nature Center. 
However, the proposed senior center is compatible with adjacent recreational facilities, as 
it would neither hinder these activities nor detract from their enjoyment. 

The total acreage for Central Park is 356 acres, of which 125 acres have been developed 
or planned for active use. These active use areas include the Sports Complex, Central 
Library, equestrian center, dog park, and the Parks Trees and Landscape yard. Other 
active use areas included in the total are miscellaneous facilities within Central Park, 
including the bandstand, amphitheatre, restaurants, the youth shelter and Adventure 
Playground. The remaining 231 acres of Central Park have been developed or planned for 
passive uses. As such, Central Park is divided into approximately 65 percent passive use 
areas and 35 percent active use areas. The loss of 5 acres for the proposed senior center 
site would only constitute a 2 percent loss of passive use area within the park. 
Additionally, there are four neighborhood parks within 1 mile of Central Park that are 
passive in nature. These include Baca Park (10 acres), Terry Park (5.5 acres), Green Park 
(4 acres) and Discovery Well Park (8 acres). 
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With respect to existing incidental uses that occur onsite, development of the proposed 
project would not preclude nearby schools from utilizing the existing trails throughout 
Central Park for cross country training, and the proposed project would include an 
accessible ramp along the new driveway (on the earthen berm) that could be used to 
access the formal path west of the site. Therefore, because implementation of the 
proposed project would not affect the existing recreational opportunities that surround 
the project site, and because development of the proposed project would not result in a 
substantial impact on passive recreation uses within Central Park, the loss of 5 acres of 
passive use is considered a less-than-significant impact. 

HBEB-4 Comment noted. This comment is a project-related comment regarding the landscaping 
for the proposed project and not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the 
Draft EIR. It does not raise any specific environmental issue. However, preliminary 
landscape plans do show a mix of drought tolerant and native planting materials. Several 
species that are found at Shipley Nature Center have been included in the plans. All 
comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to their consideration of whether 
to approve the proposed project. 

HBEB-5 Comment noted. As discussed on page 4.13-7 of the Draft EIR, the Green Acres Project 
(GAP) is currently on hold and until such time that the GAP is operational, recycled 
water would not be available to serve the proposed project. However, a pipe is already 
located in Goldenwest Street for future use when recycled water does become available. 
This comment is project-related and suggests that provisions be put into the base design 
for the recycled water system if and when one comes online so that the project can be 
easily retrofitted to accommodate it. This is not a direct comment on the content or 
adequacy of the Draft EIR; nor does it raise any specific environmental issue. All 
comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to their consideration of whether 
to approve the proposed project. 

HBEB-6 As discussed in Section 3.3.3 (Proposed Facility Uses) in Chapter 3 (Project Description) 
of the Draft EIR, the proposed Senior Center would be used for a variety of recreational 
programs and activities serving senior citizens. Primary uses include recreation and social 
services, and Seniors Outreach Program (transportation, meals, counseling/visitation). 
When recreational and social programs are not using the rooms in the center, they could 
be used for public meetings or receptions. The facility would primarily be used weekdays, 
from 8:00 A.M. through 4:30 P.M., but could be used until 10:00 P.M. on weekdays and 
until 12:00 A.M. on Friday and Saturday. 

The analyses presented in Chapter 4 (Environmental Analysis) are based upon the 
potential environmental impacts that could result from construction and operation of the 
proposed project, as identified in Chapter 3, including the proposed hours of operation. 
Project-specific impacts that could be directly related to operational nighttime and/or 
weekend hours of operation are primarily based upon aesthetics (light and glare), noise, 
and traffic issues. Each of these Sections (4.1, 4.9, and 4.12, respectively), as well as all 
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other sections in the Draft EIR, provided the most conservative analysis (also referred to 
as the worst-case scenario). 

Mitigation measures MM 4.1-3(a) through (e) were provided in Section 4.1 (Aesthetics) to 
ensure that the lowest levels of illumination would be required, lighting on site would not 
remain at all times during the nighttime hours, and trees and barrier-type vegetation 
would be placed onsite to shield vehicle headlights from adjacent uses. These mitigation 
measures would reduce nighttime light and glare impacts to less-than-significant levels 
(regardless of the hours of operation). 

In addition, as reflected in Section 10.2 (Text Changes) of this Final EIR, the text on page 
4.9-18 (Noise) has been clarified to reflect that any amplified sources of noise that could 
occur at the proposed Senior Center (such as special events on the weekend or at night) 
would be required to comply with the City’s Noise Ordinance exterior noise standards. 
Compliance with this existing City regulation would prevent noise impacts to nearby 
residences, the closest of which are approximately 800 feet to the west of the project site. 
Noise levels of senior center operations as heard from nearby residences would be no 
greater than 55 dBA from 7:00 A.M. to 10:00 P.M. and 50 dBA from 10 P.M. to 7 A.M. 

Further, the Traffic Report prepared for the proposed project (Appendix 10 of the Draft 
EIR and summarized in Section 4.12 [Traffic/Transportation]) provided a weekend trip 
analysis in addition to the typical weekday trip analysis. As discussed in Impact 4.2-2, “On 
a typical Saturday, the project is projected to generate a total of 1,577 trip-ends per day, 
with 222 vehicles per hour during the peak hour.” As shown in Table 4.12-7 (Intersection 
Analysis for Interim Year [2012], With and Without Project Weekend Conditions), the 
Level of Service (LOS) at the study area intersections would remain acceptable (Los A 
and B at all intersections). Consequently, weekend operations of the proposed project 
would not result in any significant impacts. 

Therefore, as shown in the discussion above, the Draft EIR analyzed the potential 
weekend operation on Saturday and/or Sunday as well as the potential impacts during the 
operation period, as requested by the comment. 

HBEB-7 Comment noted. This comment suggests that the project be designed to achieve a level 
of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) certification. Presently, the 
proposed senior center is not anticipated to be LEED-certified due to limited funding 
sources. However, design elements similar to LEED standards will be integrated into the 
project (e.g., installation of low-flush water devices, waterless urinals, drought-tolerant 
landscaping, bioswales, and roofing materials), and the proposed project would be 
required to conform to the energy conservation standards specified in the California 
Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 24. Additionally, this comment suggests that LEED 
certification could potentially be used as mitigation for the loss of open space. Refer to 
HBEB-3 for a detailed discussion regarding the loss of open space. As discussed in 
HBEB-3, the project would not result in a significant impact with regard to the loss of 
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passive use areas; thus, no mitigation is necessary (CEQA Guidelines Section 
15126.4(a)(3)). Further, per CEQA, there must be a nexus, or a rough proportionality, 
between the impact and the mitigation measure. The provision of a LEED-certified 
building would mitigate an impact that was found to be significant in regards to 
inefficient use of energy. As discussed in Impact 4.13-10 in Section 4.13 (Utilities and 
Service Systems), conformance with CCR Title 24 requires the enforcement of efficient 
energy use and would ensure that the proposed project would have a less-than-significant 
impact with respect to the wasteful or unnecessary use of energy. 

11.3.4 Individuals 

 Antony Brine (BRIN), October 30, 2007 
BRIN-1 Mitigation measure MM 4.1-3(a) has been modified as suggested by the commenter. The 

revision is provided on pages 10-1 and 10-3 in the Text Changes section of the Final EIR 
(Chapter 10, Volume II) and is as follows: 

MM 4.1-3(a) All exterior nighttime lighting shall be angled down and away from the 
adjacent open space areas. Prismatic glass coverings and cutoff shields shall be 
used where feasible to further prevent spillover off site. 

BRIN-2 Perimeter landscaping along the west project boundary line, although not reflected in the 
preliminary landscaping plan (Figure 3-8 of the Draft EIR), will be required as part of the 
project requirements and conditions.  

Mitigation measure MM 4.1-3(e) has been modified to clarify that the entire perimeter of 
the project site will be landscaped with trees. The revision is provided on pages 10-1 and 
10-3 in the Text Changes section of the Final EIR (Chapter 10, Volume II) and is as 
follows: 

MM 4.1-3(e) Trees and barrier-type vegetation should be place on throughout the site, 
including along the entire perimeter, to help shield vehicle headlights in the 
parking areas and access road from adjacent uses to the north and south. 

BRIN-3 Mitigation measure MM 4.9-1(a) is Measure Noise-3 from the Central Park Master Plan 
EIR. The hours of construction, as set forth in this mitigation measure, are more 
restrictive than the City’s Noise Ordinance, which exempts construction noise between 
7 A.M. and 8 P.M. on weekdays, including Saturdays. Thus, the City (as set forth in the 
Central Park Master Plan and carried forward in this mitigation measure), has reduced the 
permitted construction hours of development within the park in consideration of park 
patrons and nearby residences. As a result, this mitigation measure ensures that 
construction hours are compatible with those set forth in the Central Park Master Plan 
EIR. 
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BRIN-4 According to Figure 3-8, the preliminary landscaping plan indicates that a mix of trees 
and shrubs will landscape the west side of the project site. While the figure is only a 
conceptual landscaping plan and final landscaping will be determined by the City, a 
sufficient number of trees in the park’s picnic area and along Crestview Drive (where the 
nearest residences are located) provide landscaping that would also serve as a buffer for 
potential noise or lighting impacts. In addition, as discussed above in BRIN-2, perimeter 
landscaping along the west project boundary line, although not reflected in the 
preliminary landscaping plan, will be required as part of the project requirements and 
conditions. The entire perimeter of the project site (including the parking lot) will be 
landscaped with trees, and mitigation measure MM 4.1-3(e) has been modified to reflect 
this change.  

BRIN-5 This comment is a project-related comment regarding the hours of operation for the 
proposed project and is not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft 
EIR. Please refer to HBEB-6 for a detailed discussion regarding the potential impacts 
with respect to operating hours of the proposed project. 

BRIN-6 Although the type of classes and activities that could be offered at the proposed senior 
center does not pertain to the environmental analysis in the Draft EIR, the classes offered 
at the current senior center (and planned for the new center) are specifically designed for 
older adults. They include dance classes, bridge, martial arts, art classes, etc. These classes 
are advertised in the quarterly Sands recreation guide. The current senior center offers 
both social services and recreational activities that are offered during daytime and 
nighttime hours. Most cities offer classes and activities in the same manner as Huntington 
Beach at their senior centers and, in fact, often refer to their facilities as “multi-
generational.” In regard to impacts on the surrounding park for evening activities, the 
City currently has community centers that operate within the hours mentioned by the 
commenter. Both centers are within parks and adjacent to residences. Please refer to 
HBEB-6 for a detailed discussion regarding the potential impacts with respect to 
operating hours of the proposed project. 

BRIN-7 Please refer to Chapter 9 (Summary of Additional Air Quality and Traffic Analyses) for a 
discussion regarding the adequacy of trip generation rate estimates, and Chapter 10 (Text 
Changes) for clarifications to Section 4.12 (Transportation/Traffic). Community center 
activities do occur at the Oasis Senior Center in Newport Beach, which was selected for 
use in collecting trip generation data for the proposed project. Through discussions with 
City staff, it was determined that the Newport Beach Oasis Senior Center is the best 
possible match available because the facility operates in much the same manner as that 
proposed for the project. Typical senior center classes and activities are held during 
primary operating hours and the facility can also be used for special events during 
nighttime hours. As discussed in Section 4.12-3 of the Draft EIR and reflected in 
Table 4.12-4 and Table 4.12-5, daily project trip generation rates are based on the 
Institute of Transportation Engineers’ peak to daily relationships for community centers. 
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Therefore, appropriate trip generation data were utilized in the Traffic Report prepared 
for the proposed project.  

BRIN-8 As discussed above, although the type of special events that could be offered at the 
proposed senior center does not pertain to the environmental analysis in the Draft EIR, 
as discussed in Section 3.3-3 (Proposed Facility Uses) in Chapter 3 (Project Description) 
of the Draft EIR, the proposed Senior Center would be used for a variety of recreational 
programs and activities serving senior citizens. Primary uses include recreation and social 
services, and Seniors Outreach Program (transportation, meals, counseling/visitation). 
When recreational and social programs are not using the rooms in the center, they could 
be used for public meetings or receptions. Please refer to BRIN-7 for a discussion 
regarding the adequacy of the trip generation rates used for the proposed project. The 
commenter states that the project should provide more restrictive hours for special 
events. All comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to their consideration of 
whether to approve the proposed project. 

BRIN-9 The proposed project would have no direct impact on biological resources within the 
Shipley Nature Center since the project would not encroach the property. As discussed in 
Impact 4.3-1, mitigation measures MM 4.3-1(a) and (b) would require surveys for 
sensitive avian species, raptors and MBTA-protected species, and include impact-
avoidance measures to ensure that the substantial loss of these species will not occur. 
Although implementation of the proposed project would remove approximately 5 acres 
of existing foraging habitat within the currently-designated Low Intensity Recreation 
Area, implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.3-2 would ensure impacts to raptor 
foraging habitat would be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1, as discussed in Impact 4.3-2. 
Further, as discussed in Impact 4.3-3, the proposed project would not have a substantial 
adverse impact to the movement of native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 
since the project site is not a part of a major or local wildlife corridor/travel route. 
Consequently, project-specific impacts to biological resources were determined to be less-
than-significant as a result of the required mitigation measures. As such, the proposed 
project would not result in any significant impacts to wildlife that exists within the 
existing Shipley Nature Center. 

BRIN-10 As discussed in Impact 4.9-1, noise from the project’s construction activities would not 
exceed standards established in the Huntington Beach Municipal Code. As discussed in 
BRIN-3, noise sources associated with construction are exempt from the City’s Noise 
Ordinance between 7 A.M. and 8 P.M. on weekdays, including Saturdays. Mitigation 
measure MM 4.9-1(a) would limit the hours that construction could occur to standards 
even more restrictive than the City’s Noise Ordinance. Noise generated from the senior 
center’s operations would be required to comply with the City’s Noise Ordinance exterior 
noise standards to prevent potential noise impacts to park patrons and nearby residences. 
Additional mitigation measures initially identified in the Central Park Master Plan EIR 
and City requirements (both of which are identified under Impact 4.9-1) would minimize 
noise impacts associated with construction and operational activities. 
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BRIN-11 Please refer to BRIN-12. 

BRIN-12 The EIR has been revised to clarify potential noise impacts associated with operations of 
the proposed project, specifically, special events. The revisions are provided on pages 10-
3 and 10-4 in the Text Changes section of the Final EIR (Chapter 10, Volume II) and are 
as follows: 

The closest sensitive receptor is located approximately 800 feet to the west of the 
proposed project site. As such the noise associated with human conversation from 
special events such as wedding receptions would attenuate at a rate of 6 dBA per 
doubling of distance to levels of approximately 43 dBA, which would be below the City 
of Huntington Beach Noise Ordinance Exterior Noise Standards. In addition, special 
events held at the project site during operation could include the use of loudspeakers, 
amplified music, and other sources of amplified noise. These amplified noise sources 
would be required to comply with the City of Huntington Beach Noise Ordinance 
exterior noise standards, shown in Table 4.9-6 above. In compliance with this regulation 
and to prevent noise impacts to nearby residences, the noise level of senior center 
operations as heard from nearby residences would be no greater than 55 dBA from 7:00 
A.M. to 10:00 P.M. and 50 dBA from 10 P.M. to 7 A.M. Therefore, increased noise 
associated with operation of the senior center, including those associated with special 
events, would be below adhere to the established standards and would be considered 
less than significant. 

All development within the City, including the proposed senior center, is required to 
comply with the City’s Noise Ordinance. In order to ensure compliance with the Noise 
Ordinance, the City could elect to monitor overall noise levels during special events (e.g., 
loud speakers, live bands, etc.) as a condition of the conditional use permit. All 
recommendations and comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to their 
consideration of whether or not to approve the proposed project. 

BRIN-13 Construction activities will not involve pile driving; rather, construction of the proposed 
senior center would include excavation and recompaction of soils. As discussed in 
Impact 4.9-2, construction activities associated with the proposed project would not 
generate or expose persons off site to excessive groundborne vibration. While certain 
construction activities could potentially generate groundborne vibration, the residential 
neighborhood located approximately 800 feet west of the project site would not 
experience vibration levels that would exceed the Federal Transit Administration’s 
threshold for human annoyance. 

BRIN-14 Please refer to Chapter 9 (Summary of Additional Air Quality and Traffic Analyses) for a 
discussion regarding the adequacy of trip generation rate estimates, and Chapter 10 (Text 
Changes) for clarifications to Section 4.12 (Transportation/Traffic). The traffic study has 
been reviewed and is considered adequate for the following reasons. For project traffic to 
impact an intersection, the intersection must have LOS “E” or “F”, and the project must 
change the ICU value by 0.01 or more. A change of 0.01 (or 1 percent) is possible when 
the volume per lane is 16 vehicles per hour or more. Goldenwest Street has three through 
lanes in each direction at each of the subject intersections mentioned in the comment. 
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Therefore a contribution of more than 48 new vehicle trips could potentially result in a 
significant impact. The trip distribution of traffic would disperse at the next available 
intersection in a manner similar to the patterns shown in the traffic study report, with 
approximately half of the traffic continuing straight and the remaining traffic fairly evenly 
distributed to available turning movements. 

Using this information and the project trip generation data included in the traffic study 
report, it is possible to evaluate the possibility of a significant project impact for each time 
frame evaluated in the traffic study report (AM weekday peak hour conditions, PM, 
weekday peak hour conditions, and weekend mid-day conditions). 

The project trip generation during the AM weekday peak hour is highest in the inbound 
direction and therefore has the greatest potential to cause a significant impact. The total 
inbound project trip generation during the AM weekday peak hour is 252 vehicles per 
hour. Assuming that the 25 percent of project traffic entering the intersection of 
Goldenwest Street at Slater Avenue is distributed as 15 percent through traffic and 
5 percent turning traffic from the intersection of Goldenwest Street at Warner Avenue (a 
conservative assumption in that some project traffic would most likely turn between 
intersections), only thirty-eight vehicles would be expected to travel in the potentially 
critical southbound lanes at Warner Avenue. This is less than the 48 trips required to have 
any possibility of creating a potentially significant impact. The amount of project traffic 
distributed from the south is less than the quantity distributed from the north. Therefore, 
the same conclusion applies to the intersections referenced in the comment to the south. 

The PM peak hour volume is less than the AM weekday peak hour volume. Again, there 
is no possibility of a potential project impact at the various more distant intersections 
during the PM peak hour of weekday traffic for the same reason cited for the AM peak 
hour of weekday traffic. 

As shown in the traffic study report, weekend traffic operations are substantially better 
than weekday peak hour traffic operations. For this reason, no impact is anticipated at 
more distant locations than those that were evaluated in the traffic study report. 

BRIN-15 As stated on Page 1-2 of the Traffic Study, “Trip generation based on an existing senior 
center inherently includes the special public transportation available to senior citizens 
interacting with the senior center. The traffic reducing potential of more extensive public 
transit has not been considered in this report. Essentially the traffic projections may be 
‘conservative’ in that more intensive public transit might be able to reduce the traffic 
volumes.” 

The Newport Beach senior center is the best possible match available for the proposed 
Huntington Beach Senior Center. The location of parking does not effect trip generation. 
Socio-economic data indicate that residents in Newport Beach are generally wealthier 
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than residents in Huntington Beach. Higher income is known to result in higher trip-
making; therefore, the socio-economic factors also indicate this analysis is conservative. 

Pedestrian access from Goldenwest will be designed to comply with ADA regulations, 
and the nature of the senior center surrounded by the Huntington Beach Central Park 
will facilitate walk access. There are residential areas directly adjacent to the park on the 
north and west sides. Additionally, an OCTA bus stop is located within 100 feet of the 
intersection of Goldenwest at Talbert. 

 Larry Geisse (GEIS), September 22, 2007 
GEIS-1 The parking lot area of the Sports Complex was constructed over a section of a former 

landfill. The subsurface materials would not achieve the level of compaction needed to 
support a large structure such as the senior center building. Moreover, the building and 
supporting amenities needed for the proposed project would reduce the number of 
parking spaces necessary to operate the Sports Complex at full capacity. 

 Larry Geisse (GEIS), October 31, 2007 
GEIS-2 Please refer to GEIS-1. The Draft EIR analyzed an alternative site at the northwest 

corner of Goldenwest and Ellis. For a summary of the alternative site analysis, please 
refer to HBEB-2. 

 Robert Haben (HABE), October 3, 2007 
HABE-1 Please refer to Topical Response-3. 

 Patricia Kreamer (KREA), October 12, 2007 
KREA-1 The commenter is concerned about the aesthetic impacts of the proposed senior center. 

Potential aesthetic impacts are discussed in Section 4.1 of the Draft EIR, and are 
identified as less than significant. A qualitative assessment of visual impacts was prepared 
by evaluating the existing visual setting and comparing it to visual conditions assumed to 
occur under the proposed project. It is important to note that an assessment of visual 
impacts is not a quantitative analysis, but rather qualitative and can be largely subjective. 
Although the proposed project would introduce a structure within an existing 
undeveloped area, landscaping would provide a visual transition from the developed site 
out towards the adjacent existing undeveloped area, and distant views of mature 
vegetation would remain visible beyond foreground views of the proposed development. 
Implementation of setbacks from Goldenwest Street and the passive recreation area 
would provide a spatial transition and buffer for adjacent uses. Architecture of the 
proposed development would be designed to complement and be compatible with 
existing proximate development (i.e., Central Library) and incorporate design guidelines 
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that would adhere to City standards. As such, the change in visual character from open 
space to development would not be considered an adverse significant impact. 

The commenter suggests that the project could use the existing Sports Complex parking 
lot, and suggests an alternative site for both the senior center and the parking lot in the 
park next to the Verizon parking lot. While these are project-related comments and not 
direct comments on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, final project plans have 
not been prepared, and all comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to their 
consideration of whether or not to approve the proposed project. In addition, the 
alternatives suggested by the commenter would not reduce the level of significance of 
environmental impacts since all impacts can be mitigated to less-than-significant levels. 

KREA-2 Comment noted. Please refer to KREA-1. The commenter is correct in stating that the 
phrase “degrading visual character” is subjective. This is not a direct comment on the 
content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental 
issue. However, as discussed under Impact 4.1-2, the Draft EIR acknowledges that an 
assessment of whether visual character of a particular site is appealing or not is largely 
subjective, and the change in visual character from open space to development would not 
be considered an adverse significant impact. 

KREA-3 Mitigation measures MM 4.1-3(a), MM 4.1-3(b), and MM 4.1-3(c) would reduce potential 
impacts associated with onsite lighting since the lowest levels of illumination will be 
required, exterior nighttime lighting would be angled downwards and away from adjacent 
open space areas, and lighting on site would not remain on at all times during the night. 
In addition, the project site is approximately 16.5 feet lower (at finish grade) in elevation 
than surrounding uses to the east and south, and much of the lighting from the senior 
center would not be directly visible to these adjacent uses. In relation to the commenter’s 
concern about the existing ball field lights, the intensity of lighting for a ball field is much 
different (and far greater) than that for a one-story building. 

KREA-4 As discussed under Impact 4.3-1, the potential exists for the proposed project, including 
increased lighting from the project site, to have a substantial adverse impact on wildlife 
and migratory species. However, implementation of mitigation measures MM 4.3-1(a) and 
4.3-1(b) provide avoidance measures to ensure that substantial loss of avian species will 
not occur. In addition, as discussed under Impact 4.3-3, the project site is not considered 
a wildlife movement corridor as discussed in Section 4.3.5 of the Draft EIR. 

KREA-5 Please refer to KREA-3. The commenter is concerned about spillover nighttime lighting. 
In addition to the mitigation measures provided to reduce potential impacts associated 
with onsite lighting, landscaping along the perimeter of the entire project site (including 
the parking lot) will help minimize spillover lighting. 

KREA-6 The commenter is incorrect in stating that noise from the senior center operations would 
be coming from a hilltop, as the proposed project is not on a hilltop. As discussed under 
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Impact 4.9-1, noise associated with the operations of the proposed senior center, 
including special events (i.e., wedding receptions), would be required to adhere to the 
City’s Noise Ordinance Exterior Noise Standards. 

KREA-7 Comment noted. The commenter suggests using the Sports Complex parking lot. This is 
not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise 
any specific environmental issue. 

KREA-8 Comment noted. This is not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft 
EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. Presently, the proposed senior 
center is not proposed to be Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) 
certified due to limited funding. However, design elements similar to LEED standards 
would be integrated into the project (e.g., installation of low-flush water devices, waterless 
urinals, drought-tolerant landscaping, bioswales, and roofing materials), and the proposed 
project would be required to conform to the energy conservation standards specified in 
the California Code of Regulations Title 24. As final project plans have not been 
prepared, all comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to their consideration 
of whether or not to approve the proposed project. 

 Margern@aol.com (MARG), September 24, 2007 
MARG-1 Please refer to Topical Response-3. 

 Merle Moshiri (MOSH), October 4, 2007 
MOSH-1 Please refer to Topical Response-1. In addition, as provided in Chapter 3.0 (Project 

Description) of the Draft EIR, one of the project objectives calls for a centrally located 
senior center. The proposed project site meets this objective.  

MOSH-2 Comment noted. The commenter does not agree with the statistics provided in the 
feasibility study prepared for the proposed project. This is not a direct comment on the 
content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental 
issue. 

MOSH-3 Comment noted. The commenter states that LPA did a poor job of investigating other 
sites provided in the feasibility study. This is not a direct comment on the content or 
adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. 

MOSH-4 This is not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not 
raise any specific environmental issue. However, the commenter is correct in stating that 
the ballot measure for constructing the senior center was passed by a small majority, and 
that the City does not have to build at the proposed location. In order to construct the 
project at the proposed site, the City of Huntington Beach Planning Commission would 
first need to certify the EIR prepared for the project, and then pending certification, they 
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would deliberate on the merits of whether to approve the proposed project. The project 
has not yet been approved. Presently, the Planning Commission is anticipated to meet on 
December 11, 2007 to decide upon these issues. All comments will be forwarded to 
decision-makers prior to their consideration of whether to approve the proposed project. 

MOSH-5 Please refer to Topical Response-2. 

MOSH-6 Comment noted. The commenter is in opposition to the proposed project. This is not a 
direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any 
specific environmental issue. All comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to 
their consideration of whether to approve the proposed project. 

 Eileen Murphy (MURP), September 26, 2007 
MURP-1 Comment noted. The commenter states that any of the alternatives would be preferable 

to the proposed project. This is not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the 
Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. All comments will be 
forwarded to decision-makers prior to their consideration of whether or not to approve 
the proposed project. 

MURP-2 As stated on page 4.8-9 of the DEIR, under Impact 4.8-1 of Section 4.8 (Land Use and 
Planning), the permitted height limit for the project site is 45 feet, with an additional 
10 feet allowed for architectural projections. As the overall height of the senior center 
building is proposed at approximately 30 feet with architectural projections reaching up 
to 46 feet, the project would be consistent with the City’s building requirements. No 
variance is required. 

MURP-3 As discussed under Impact 4.1-1, the proposed project would not substantially affect 
existing scenic vistas. Development of the proposed project would block existing partial 
views of Goldenwest Street and the surface parking associated with the Sports Complex. 
Views from Goldenwest Street towards the project site to the west would also be altered, 
and long-range views of the passive recreation area would be obscured by the proposed 
senior center. However, the incorporation of new landscaping associated with the 
proposed project would provide a visual transition from the developed site out towards 
the adjacent passive park areas. Therefore, although the project would introduce a 
structure within an undeveloped area, development would not result in an adverse effect 
on a scenic vista. 

MURP-4 The text of Impact 4.2-2 has been clarified, as shown in Chapter 10 (Text Changes) of 
this Final EIR. As shown in Table 4.2-4 (Estimated Peak Daily Construction Emissions 
in Pounds per Day) in the Draft EIR, the project would not exceed SCAQMD 
Thresholds, including VOC emissions. All identified city code requirements (CRs) and 
mitigation measures, including MM 4.2-2(a) through (e), are still required to ensure that 
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emission levels remain below SCAQMD Thresholds and construction emission impacts 
would be less than significant.  

MURP-5 Based on the analysis of daily operational emissions that’s been prepared utilizing the 
computer model recommended by the SCAQMD (URBEMIS 2007), the proposed 
project would not be anticipated to generate daily emissions that exceed the thresholds of 
significance recommended by the SCAQMD. The URBEMIS 2007 model reflects the 
most current on- and off-road emission factors, trip generation rates, and methodologies 
available. This is currently the preferred method by SCAQMD to calculate project-
specific construction and operational emissions impacts. Consequently, because the 
analysis is in line with SCAG’s recommendations, the calculations are relied upon to 
determine the operational emissions of the project. It would be speculative to assume that 
the project’s emissions would exceed those presented in Table 4.2-5 and Table 4.2-6 
because there would be no substantiating evidence to suggest such an increase. Therefore, 
for purposes of the EIR, the project would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds. 

MURP-6 Mitigation measure MM 4.3-1(a) ensures that nesting habitat for protected or sensitive 
avian species would be protected. This mitigation measure requires construction activities 
to occur during non-breeding season whenever feasible. If construction does occur 
during breeding season, nesting surveys within 500 feet of the construction area will be 
conducted prior to construction or vegetation removal in accordance with CDFG 
protocol. As no trees are on site, it is unlikely that there would be nesting on site. 
However, if active nests of a sensitive species are found onsite, a 250-foot no-work buffer 
would be maintained between the nest and construction activity until approval of other 
mitigation is provided by CDFG and/or USFWS. Project construction would be stopped 
if active nests of sensitive avian species are found on site. 

MURP-7 The mitigation measure that the commenter is referring to is MM 4.3-1(b). This 
mitigation measure identifies measures to prevent inadvertent impacts during 
construction activities, including, but not limited to, the discovery of unoccupied 
burrows. If unoccupied burrows are found during the non-breeding season, the City may 
collapse the burrows, or otherwise obstruct their entrances to prevent owls from entering 
and nesting in the burrows. 

MURP-8 Mitigation measure MM 4.3-2 ensures that impacts to raptor foraging habitat would be 
mitigated at a 1:1 ratio through dedication as open space, conservation and/or enhancing 
areas of suitable habitat. Enhancement would include the planting of native trees within 
and adjacent to conserved areas of raptor foraging habitat. As a result, impacts to raptor 
foraging habitat would be less than significant. 

MURP-9 The turn into the parking lot of the Shipley Nature Center that the commenter refers to is 
not located at the intersection of Goldenwest Street and Slater Avenue. Please refer to 
Chapter 9 (Summary of Additional Air Quality and Traffic Analyses) for a discussion 
regarding the clarifications to traffic discussions in the EIR and Chapter 10 (Text 
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Changes) for the associated changes to Section 4.12 (Transportation/Traffic) of the Draft 
EIR. Mitigation measure MM 4.12-2 has been deleted as the additional analysis presented 
herein reflects that a significant impact would no longer occur at the intersection of 
Goldenwest Street and Slater Avenue. No restriping of the lane would be necessary. To 
address the remainder of the comment, as required by MM 4.12-4, signal modifications 
would be provided at the intersection of Goldenwest Street and Talbert Avenue, which 
would be the project access driveway. This new signal would be located south of the 
Shipley parking lot. MM 4.12-4 would address intersection traffic control timing and the 
potential sight distance issue related to the uphill grade for southbound traffic on 
Goldenwest Street.  

MURP-10 It is not clear from this comment why mitigation measure MM 4.12-4 is not sufficient, as 
stated by the commenter. The commenter is concerned about traffic congestion; 
however, MM 4.12-4 that the commenter is referring to specifically addresses safety 
concerns related to exiting the project site. Since the City Transportation Manager will be 
responsible for determining transportation design, including signal modifications and 
intersection improvements, roadway hazards would be less than significant. 

MURP-11 As discussed in Impact 4.11-2, development of the proposed project would not preclude 
nearby schools from utilizing the existing trails through Central Park for cross country 
training. 

MURP-12 As discussed in Impact 4.12-1 of the Draft EIR, construction activities are not anticipated 
to result in potential adverse impacts as only minor cut and fill would occur, and thus, 
minimal truck trips would be associated with soil import/export activities. The proposed 
project would not cause a substantial increase in traffic in relation to existing traffic 
during construction because of minimal anticipated truck trips, and construction traffic 
generally occurring during off-peak traffic periods, consistent with a typical construction 
work day of 7 A.M. to 3 P.M. 

Please refer to Chapter 9 (Summary of Additional Air Quality and Traffic Analyses) for a 
discussion regarding the clarifications to traffic discussions in the EIR and Chapter 10 
(Text Changes) for the associated changes to Section 4.12 (Transportation/Traffic) of the 
Draft EIR. Mitigation measure MM 4.12-2 has been deleted as the additional analysis 
presented herein reflects that a significant impact would no longer occur at the 
intersection of Goldenwest Street and Slater Avenue. As discussed in Chapter 10 (Text 
Changes) of this Final EIR, operations of the proposed project would not cause an 
increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to existing traffic load and capacity of 
the street system and would not contribute to existing deficient traffic operations. 

MURP-13 Mitigation measures MM 4.4-1(a), MM 4.4-1(b), MM 4.4-1(c), and MM 4.4-3 ensure 
protection of archaeological and paleontological resources in the event that they’re 
discovered during construction activities. In particular, MM 4.4-1(c) requires a qualified 
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Native American monitor to be present during all project-related ground-disturbing 
construction activities. 

MURP-14 As shown on Figure 4.5-3 and discussed in Impact 4.5-1 of the Draft EIR, the project site 
is not located within a liquefaction hazard zone. In addition, mitigation measure 
MM 4.5-1 ensures that design recommendations identified within the Geotechnical 
Evaluation prepared for the project (Appendix 6 of the Draft EIR), which included an 
analysis of liquefaction potential at the project site, would be implemented. Groundwater 
observations provided in the Geotechnical Evaluation determined that groundwater 
levels were recently encountered at a depth of 18 or more feet below the ground surface 
at the project site, and since excavation is anticipated to occur up to 10 feet in depth, 
development would not be located on potentially unstable soils that would result in on 
site settlement. 

 Mindy White (WHIT), October 31, 2007 
WHIT-1 Comment noted. The commenter states that the existing land use is noted to be 

unvegetated, bare landscape due to the City’s landscape department. This is not a direct 
comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific 
environmental issue. 

WHIT-2 Please refer to HBEB-3. All comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to 
their consideration of whether or not to approve the proposed project. 

WHIT-3 Mitigation measures MM 4.1-3(a), MM 4.1-3(b), and MM 4.1-3(c) would reduce potential 
impacts associated with on-site lighting since the lowest levels of illumination will be 
required, exterior nighttime lighting would be angled downwards and away from adjacent 
open space areas, and lighting on site would not remain on at all times during the night. 
In addition, a sufficient number of trees in the park’s picnic area and along Crestview 
Drive (where the nearest residences are located) provide landscaping that would serve 
also serve as a buffer for potential lighting impacts. 

WHIT-4 Please refer to KREA-4. 

WHIT-5 Comment noted. The commenter restates the conclusion of the project’s significant 
cumulative contribution to the visual degradation of the area in terms of reducing the 
amount of undeveloped open space within Central Park. 

WHIT-6 Please refer to MURP-5. 

WHIT-7 The purpose of an EIR is to disclose all potential environmental impacts of a proposed 
project, and provide mitigation measures to reduce as many potentially significant impacts 
as possible. Therefore, Section 4.3 (Biological Resources) identifies potential adverse 
impacts to biological resources and provides mitigation measures to avoid such impacts. 
Implementation of mitigation measures MM 4.3-1(a) and 4.3-1(b) provide avoidance 
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measures to ensure that substantial adverse impacts to special-status species potentially 
occurring within the project site (burrowing owl) and migratory avian species and 
associated habitat will not occur, and mitigation measure MM 4.3-2 ensures the 
conservation of raptor foraging habitat. 

WHIT-8 As discussed in Impact 4.3-2 in the Draft EIR, the conversion from a low-intensity use to 
an active use area is not considered substantial since existing undeveloped conditions of 
the project site would not remain through the majority of the designated area. Mitigation 
measure MM 4.3-2 initially set forth in the Central Park Master Plan EIR would ensure 
that impacts to raptor foraging habitat would be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1 within suitable 
areas, including the planting of native trees within and adjacent to conserved areas of 
raptor foraging habitat. Although Sully Miller Lake is one of many areas that could be 
used for implementation of mitigation measure MM 4.3-2, the City has yet to identify the 
particular site or area to be enhanced to comply with this mitigation measure. Instead, the 
mitigation measure requires that a suitable/comparable location be used for enhancement 
within and adjacent to conserved areas of raptor foraging habitat. 

WHIT-9 Please refer to WHIT-7. In addition, as discussed under Impact 4.3-3, the project site is 
not considered a wildlife movement corridor as discussed in Section 4.3.5 of the Draft 
EIR. 

WHIT-10 Comment noted. The commenter reiterates the conclusion of the project’s significant 
cumulative contribution to the loss of undeveloped land and the potential removal of 
sensitive wildlife and habitat. 

WHIT-11 Data used to evaluate potential geologic and seismic impacts of the proposed project 
included a preliminary geotechnical evaluation as well as a geotechnical feasibility study 
prepared for the proposed project. As discussed in Impact 4.5-4 and Impact 4.5-5, 
groundwater levels are not anticipated to impact grading and proposed improvements, 
and mitigation measure MM 4.5-5 ensures that development on expansive soil would not 
occur in a manner that would adversely affect development. All construction activities 
would be required to adhere to the recommendations presented in the geotechnical 
report and applicable building and safety codes and regulations. 

WHIT-12 As discussed in Section 4.8.1 (Environmental Setting) and Impact 4.8-1, the project site 
has a zoning designation of OS-PR (Open Space-Parks & Recreation), which requires 
park and recreation facilities to be subject to Conditional Use Permits (CUPs) as 
approved by the Planning Commission. The commenter is correct in reiterating that 
implementation of the proposed project would result in a change to the Central Park 
Master Plan, from low to high intensity uses on site. All projects under jurisdiction of the 
City adhere to applicable regulatory processes, including the proposed project. 

WHIT-13 Please refer to BRIN-12 and BRIN-13. 
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WHIT-14 Traffic at the intersection of Goldenwest and Slater is already controlled by a traffic 
signal. The intersection has been quantitatively analyzed and the conclusion is that there 
is no safety hazard. A substantial discussion of the characteristics of senior drivers and 
senior pedestrians has been included in Section 4 of the Traffic Study (Appendix 10 of 
the Draft EIR). The operations and safety have been evaluated and no significant impact 
has been found. 

WHIT-15 Please refer to HBEB-3. All comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to 
their consideration of whether or not to approve the proposed project. 

11.3.5 Verbal Comments 

 Huntington Beach Senior Center Draft EIR Public Meeting (VERB), 
October 11, 2007 

VERB-1 Please refer to Topical Response-2. 

VERB-2 While there is currently nothing specifically proposed for the project to prevent park 
visitors from using the senior center parking lot, the parking lot is proposed on the east 
side of the project site and will not provide the most convenient access to the adjacent 
park. There are existing parking lots provided north, south, east, and west of the project 
site to serve users Central Park, including the passive recreation area west of the project 
site. 

VERB-3 Chapter 6 (Alternatives to the Proposed Project) analyzes three potential alternatives to 
the proposed project and their potential impacts. These three alternatives consist of 
(1) the No Project/Continuation of Uses Allowed by Existing General Plan and Master 
Plan (Alternative 1), (2) the Reduced Project (Alternative 2), and (3) Alternative Site 
(Alternative 3) alternatives. Alternative 1 assumes the development level articulated in the 
City’s Master plan of Recreation Uses for Central Park, and evaluates what could 
reasonably be expected to occur in the foreseeable future, based on current plans and 
consistent with available infrastructure and community services. Alternative 1 is identified 
as the environmentally superior alternative due to its reduced intensity and fewer 
potential environmental impacts as compared to the proposed project. However, it is also 
important to note that although that this alternative would reduce many of the impacts of 
the proposed project, it would not necessarily reduce the significance of the impacts. 

Alternative 2 assumes a reduced intensity and revised configuration of the project 
elements on the same project site. Under this alternative, the project would be reduced by 
about one third, and would primarily result in impacts similar to the proposed project, 
but would also result in some impacts that would be less than the proposed project. 

Alternative 3 assumes the same development configuration and allocation as the 
proposed project, only at an alternative site—the northwest corner of Ellis Avenue and 
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Goldenwest Street. This alternative would result in potentially greater impacts to noise 
and recreation that could be significant and unavoidable. 

VERB-4 Comment noted. The commenter is in favor of the proposed project and said an 
excellent job was done on the Draft EIR. This comment does not raise any specific 
environmental issue. 

VERB-5 Comment noted. The commenter is in favor of the proposed project and said an 
excellent job was done on the Draft EIR. This comment does not raise any specific 
environmental issue. 

VERB-6 The proposed senior center is not proposed to be Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) certified due to limited funding at this time. However, 
design elements similar to LEED standards will be integrated into the project (e.g., 
installation of low-flush water devices, waterless urinals, drought-tolerant landscaping, 
bioswales, and roofing materials), and the proposed project would be required to 
conform to the energy conservation standards specified in the California Code of 
Regulations Title 24. 

VERB-7 Please refer to VERB-2. 

VERB-8 The commenter suggested that the project may not require as many parking spaces as are 
proposed. As discussed under Impact 4.12-5 of Section 4.12 (Transportation/Traffic) of 
the Draft EIR, the City parking requirement for this use classification is determined on a 
case-by-case basis and is specified by the Conditional Use Permit. LPA, the consultant for 
the Senior Center Feasibility Study, has extensive experience designing and constructing 
senior centers. Based upon consultation between the City and LPA, it was determined 
that the appropriate criteria for the proposed project would be five parking spaces per 
1,000 square feet, or 225 parking spaces. As proposed, the project would provide 227 
parking spaces, as well as an additional 30 parking spaces for shuttle bus and future 
parking. Thus, per CEQA, the project is in conformance with the identified parking 
standard as it would not result in inadequate parking capacity. However, this 
recommendation and all other comments will be forwarded to decision-makers prior to 
their consideration of whether or not to approve the proposed project. 

VERB-9 As shown in Figure 3-7 (Conceptual Grading and Utility Plan) and Figure 3-8 
(Preliminary Landscape Plan), on- and off-site storm drains, bioswales, catch basins, and 
proper landscaping will provide drainage features for the project site. As discussed in 
Impact 4.7-2, operations of the proposed project would result in a significant change in 
land use and the potential for increased site runoff, including both peak runoff rates and 
total storm flow volumes. However, the proposed project would include flow dissipation 
piping to reduce runoff rates and erosive forces as stormwater leaves the project site. 
Although there will be an increase in impervious surfaces, mitigation measure 4.7-2 
requires the preparation of a Hydrology and Hydraulic Report, as well as a Drainage Plan, 
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to ensure adequate site drainage and minimize erosive forces, thereby reducing potential 
impacts to increased on-site and off-site runoff. 

VERB-10 Restrooms will be provided as part of the proposed project, and will comply with 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards. However, the proposed project is not 
responsible for providing additional restrooms throughout the park. 

VERB-11 Please refer to Topical Response-3. 

VERB-12 Please refer to Topical Response-1. 

VERB-13 Please refer to VERB-3. Project alternatives are thoroughly analyzed in Chapter 6 of the 
Draft EIR, including the Reduced Project Alternative (Alternative 2). 

VERB-14 Please refer to BRIN-6. After-hour uses and functions will primarily be used to provide 
classes and activities for seniors, along with other public uses such as public meetings or 
special events. 

VERB-15 Please refer to BRIN-12. 

VERB-16 Please refer to BRIN-1 and BRIN-2. Mitigation measures MM 4.1-3(a) through (e) were 
provided in Section 4.1 (Aesthetics) to ensure that the lowest levels of illumination would 
be required, lighting on site would not remain at all times during the nighttime hours, and 
trees and barrier-type vegetation would be placed onsite to shield vehicle headlights from 
adjacent uses. These mitigation measures would reduce nighttime light and glare impacts 
to less-than-significant levels. 

Please refer to BRIN-10 and BRIN-12 for a discussion of potential noise impacts and 
applicable mitigation measures. 

VERB-17 Please refer to Topical Response-1. 

VERB-18 The elevation of the parking lot would be the same as that of the senior center building. 
No stairs or ramps will be required to get from the parking lot to the building. 

VERB-19 All features of the proposed project will comply with ADA standards—including, but not 
limited to, hallways, doorways, and restrooms. 

VERB-20 Comment noted. The commenter is in favor of the proposed project, and supports the 
extended-hour use of the senior center. This is not a direct comment on the content or 
adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. 

VERB-21 Please refer to VERB-20. 
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VERB-22 Comment noted. The commenter shared reasons as to why the Kettler School site is not 
a viable alternative site for the senior center. This is not a direct comment on the content 
or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. 

VERB-23 Please refer to BRIN-12. 

VERB-24 The Draft EIR for the proposed project is based on preliminary/conceptual plans, so 
final project components have not yet been decided. Project approval is contingent upon 
discretionary approval from the City and other regulatory agencies. While certification of 
the EIR is required for project approval, certification does not guarantee project 
approval. 

VERB-25 Comment noted. This is not a direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft 
EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. Although this comment is not 
related to the environmental analysis in the EIR, the City currently operates a senior 
center as well as multiple recreation facilities throughout the City. Community Services 
staff has a thorough understanding of the operational aspects, including maintenance 
requirements, for each of these facilities. In addition, the Community Services 
Department does have several facilities that operate after regular business hours and has 
not indicated that night operations create significant operational or financial impacts. 

VERB-26 Comment noted. The commenter correctly states that the project can be appealed to the 
City Council after the Planning Commission’s public hearing. This is not a direct 
comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific 
environmental issue. 

VERB-27 Please refer to Topical Response-1. 

VERB-28 Comment noted. The commenter correctly states that any aspect of the proposed project 
can be modified by the City Council. This is not a direct comment on the content or 
adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific environmental issue. 

11.3.6 Public Comment Forms (Huntington Beach Senior 
Center Draft EIR Public Meeting, October 11, 2007) 

 Tony Brine (BRIN), October 11, 2007 
BRIN-1 Please refer to VERB-13 through VERB-16. 

 Bob Dettloff (DETT), October 11, 2007 
DETT-1 Please refer to VERB-4. 
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 John McGregor (MCGR), October 11, 2007 
MCGR-1 Please refer to Topical Response-1. 

 Carol Settimo (SETT), October 11, 2007 
SETT-1 Comment noted. The commenter is in favor of the proposed project. This is not a direct 

comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any specific 
environmental issue. 

 Mary Siegel (SIEG), October 11, 2007 
SIEG-1 Comment noted. The commenter is in favor of the after-hour programs. This is not a 

direct comment on the content or adequacy of the Draft EIR, and does not raise any 
specific environmental issue. 

 Elmer Smith (SMIT), October 11, 2007 
SMIT-1 Please refer to VERB-10. 

SMIT-2 Please refer to Topical Response-3. 

SMIT-3 Please refer to Topical Response-1. 

SMIT-4 The project site is located in a low-lying area that is generally flat. The elevation of the 
parking lot would be the same as that of the senior center building. However, as 
Goldenwest Street is elevated above the site, an ADA-accessible ramp will be provided 
from the site to the intersection of Goldenwest Street and Talbert Avenue along the 
project access driveway, as well as from the OCTA bus stop located near the intersection. 

SMIT-5 As discussed under Impact 4.12-5 of Section 4.12 (Transportation/Traffic) of the Draft 
EIR, the City parking requirement for this use classification is determined on a case-by-
case basis and is specified by the Conditional Use Permit. LPA, the consultant for the 
Senior Center Feasibility Study, has extensive experience designing and constructing 
senior centers. Based upon consultation between the City and LPA, it was determined 
that the appropriate criteria for the proposed project would be five parking spaces per 
1,000 square feet, or 225 parking spaces. As proposed, the project would provide 227 
parking spaces, as well as an additional 30 parking spaces for shuttle bus and future 
parking. Thus, per CEQA, the project is in conformance with the identified parking 
standard as it would not result in inadequate parking capacity. 
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D21314.00 Huntington Beach Senior Center CO Analysis_1981_CO_Summary.txt
 *** ISCST3 - VERSION 02035 ***
 *** D21314.00 Huntington Beach Senior Center                             ***
 *** Model Executed on 11/17/07 at 18:29:51 ***
  Input File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center CO Analysis_1981_CO.DTA
 Output File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center CO Analysis_1981_CO.LST
    Met File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\COSMESA.ASC

       Number of sources -        107
 Number of source groups -          1
     Number of receptors -       7256

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S1            0   0.40022E-02       7.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S2            0   0.40022E-02      22.9       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S3            0   0.40022E-02      38.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S4            0   0.40022E-02      53.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S5            0   0.40022E-02      68.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S6            0   0.40022E-02      83.8       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S7            0   0.40022E-02      99.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S8            0   0.40022E-02     114.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S9            0   0.40022E-02     129.5       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S10           0   0.40022E-02       7.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S11           0   0.40022E-02      22.9      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S12           0   0.40022E-02      38.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S13           0   0.40022E-02      53.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S14           0   0.40022E-02      68.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S15           0   0.40022E-02      83.8      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S16           0   0.40022E-02      99.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S17           0   0.40022E-02     114.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S18           0   0.40022E-02     129.5      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S19           0   0.40022E-02       7.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S20           0   0.40022E-02      22.9      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S21           0   0.40022E-02      38.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S22           0   0.40022E-02      53.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S23           0   0.40022E-02      68.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S24           0   0.40022E-02      83.8      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S25           0   0.40022E-02      99.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S26           0   0.40022E-02     114.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S27           0   0.40022E-02     129.5      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S28           0   0.40022E-02       7.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S29           0   0.40022E-02      22.9      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S30           0   0.40022E-02      38.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S31           0   0.40022E-02      53.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S32           0   0.40022E-02      68.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S33           0   0.40022E-02      83.8      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S34           0   0.40022E-02      99.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S35           0   0.40022E-02     114.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S36           0   0.40022E-02     129.5      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S37           0   0.40022E-02       7.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S38           0   0.40022E-02      22.9      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S39           0   0.40022E-02      38.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S40           0   0.40022E-02      53.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S41           0   0.40022E-02      68.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S42           0   0.40022E-02      83.8      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S43           0   0.40022E-02      99.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S44           0   0.40022E-02     114.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S45           0   0.40022E-02     129.5      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S46           0   0.40022E-02       7.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S47           0   0.40022E-02      22.9      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S48           0   0.40022E-02      38.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S49           0   0.40022E-02      53.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S50           0   0.40022E-02      68.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S51           0   0.40022E-02      83.8      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S52           0   0.40022E-02      99.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S53           0   0.40022E-02     114.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S54           0   0.40022E-02     129.5      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S55           0   0.40022E-02       7.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S56           0   0.40022E-02      22.9      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S57           0   0.40022E-02      38.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S58           0   0.40022E-02      53.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S59           0   0.40022E-02      68.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S60           0   0.40022E-02      83.8      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S61           0   0.40022E-02      99.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S62           0   0.40022E-02     114.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S63           0   0.40022E-02     129.5      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S64           0   0.40022E-02       7.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S65           0   0.40022E-02      22.9     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S66           0   0.40022E-02      38.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S67           0   0.40022E-02      53.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S68           0   0.40022E-02      68.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S69           0   0.40022E-02      83.8     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S70           0   0.40022E-02      99.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S71           0   0.40022E-02     114.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S72           0   0.40022E-02     129.5     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S73           0   0.40022E-02       7.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S74           0   0.40022E-02      22.9     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S75           0   0.40022E-02      38.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S76           0   0.40022E-02      53.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S77           0   0.40022E-02      68.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S78           0   0.40022E-02      83.8     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S79           0   0.40022E-02      99.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S80           0   0.40022E-02     114.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S81           0   0.40022E-02     129.5     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S82           0   0.40022E-02      68.6     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S83           0   0.40022E-02      83.8     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S84           0   0.40022E-02      99.1     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S85           0   0.40022E-02     114.3     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S86           0   0.40022E-02     129.5     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S87           0   0.40022E-02      68.6     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S88           0   0.40022E-02      83.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S89           0   0.40022E-02      99.1     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S90           0   0.40022E-02     114.3     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S91           0   0.40022E-02     129.5     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S92           0   0.40022E-02     144.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S93           0   0.40022E-02     160.0     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S94           0   0.40022E-02      68.6     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S95           0   0.40022E-02      83.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S96           0   0.40022E-02      99.1     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S97           0   0.40022E-02     114.3     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S98           0   0.40022E-02     129.5     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S99           0   0.40022E-02     144.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S100          0   0.40022E-02     160.0     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S101          0   0.40022E-02      68.6     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S102          0   0.40022E-02      83.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S103          0   0.40022E-02      99.1     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S104          0   0.40022E-02     114.3     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S105          0   0.40022E-02     129.5     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S106          0   0.40022E-02     144.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S107          0   0.40022E-02     160.0     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                           *** SOURCE IDs DEFINING SOURCE GROUPS ***

 GROUP ID                                                 SOURCE IDs

  ALL       S1      , S2      , S3      , S4      , S5      , S6      , S7      , S8      , S9      , S10     , S11     , S12     ,

            S13     , S14     , S15     , S16     , S17     , S18     , S19     , S20     , S21     , S22     , S23     , S24     ,

            S25     , S26     , S27     , S28     , S29     , S30     , S31     , S32     , S33     , S34     , S35     , S36     ,

            S37     , S38     , S39     , S40     , S41     , S42     , S43     , S44     , S45     , S46     , S47     , S48     ,

            S49     , S50     , S51     , S52     , S53     , S54     , S55     , S56     , S57     , S58     , S59     , S60     ,
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            S61     , S62     , S63     , S64     , S65     , S66     , S67     , S68     , S69     , S70     , S71     , S72     ,

            S73     , S74     , S75     , S76     , S77     , S78     , S79     , S80     , S81     , S82     , S83     , S84     ,

            S85     , S86     , S87     , S88     , S89     , S90     , S91     , S92     , S93     , S94     , S95     , S96     ,

            S97     , S98     , S99     , S100    , S101    , S102    , S103    , S104    , S105    , S106    , S107    ,

                                                *** THE SUMMARY OF HIGHEST  1-HR RESULTS ***

                                        ** CONC OF CO       IN PARTS/PER/MILLION                        **

                                                      DATE                                                              NETWORK
 GROUP ID                         AVERAGE CONC     (YYMMDDHH)             RECEPTOR  (XR, YR, ZELEV, ZFLAG)     OF TYPE  GRID-ID
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
 ALL      HIGH  1ST HIGH VALUE IS       0.09758  ON 81120308: AT (     125.00,      400.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
          HIGH  2ND HIGH VALUE IS       0.09134  ON 81102208: AT (      25.00,     -225.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   

                                                *** THE SUMMARY OF HIGHEST  8-HR RESULTS ***

                                        ** CONC OF CO       IN PARTS/PER/MILLION                        **

                                                      DATE                                                              NETWORK
 GROUP ID                         AVERAGE CONC     (YYMMDDHH)             RECEPTOR  (XR, YR, ZELEV, ZFLAG)     OF TYPE  GRID-ID
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
 ALL      HIGH  1ST HIGH VALUE IS       0.01470  ON 81011016: AT (      25.00,     -225.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
          HIGH  2ND HIGH VALUE IS       0.01419  ON 81010716: AT (    -225.00,       75.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
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 *** ISCST3 - VERSION 02035 ***
 *** D21314.00 Huntington Beach Senior Center                             ***
 *** Model Executed on 11/17/07 at 19:27:03 ***
  Input File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center NO2 Analysis_1981_NO2.DTA
 Output File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center NO2 Analysis_1981_NO2.LST
    Met File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\COSMESA.ASC

       Number of sources -        107
 Number of source groups -          1
     Number of receptors -       7256

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S1            0   0.52528E-02       7.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S2            0   0.52528E-02      22.9       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S3            0   0.52528E-02      38.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S4            0   0.52528E-02      53.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S5            0   0.52528E-02      68.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S6            0   0.52528E-02      83.8       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S7            0   0.52528E-02      99.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S8            0   0.52528E-02     114.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S9            0   0.52528E-02     129.5       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S10           0   0.52528E-02       7.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S11           0   0.52528E-02      22.9      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S12           0   0.52528E-02      38.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S13           0   0.52528E-02      53.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S14           0   0.52528E-02      68.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S15           0   0.52528E-02      83.8      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S16           0   0.52528E-02      99.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S17           0   0.52528E-02     114.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S18           0   0.52528E-02     129.5      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S19           0   0.52528E-02       7.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S20           0   0.52528E-02      22.9      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S21           0   0.52528E-02      38.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S22           0   0.52528E-02      53.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S23           0   0.52528E-02      68.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S24           0   0.52528E-02      83.8      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S25           0   0.52528E-02      99.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S26           0   0.52528E-02     114.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S27           0   0.52528E-02     129.5      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S28           0   0.52528E-02       7.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S29           0   0.52528E-02      22.9      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S30           0   0.52528E-02      38.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S31           0   0.52528E-02      53.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S32           0   0.52528E-02      68.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S33           0   0.52528E-02      83.8      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S34           0   0.52528E-02      99.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S35           0   0.52528E-02     114.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S36           0   0.52528E-02     129.5      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S37           0   0.52528E-02       7.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S38           0   0.52528E-02      22.9      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S39           0   0.52528E-02      38.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S40           0   0.52528E-02      53.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S41           0   0.52528E-02      68.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S42           0   0.52528E-02      83.8      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S43           0   0.52528E-02      99.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S44           0   0.52528E-02     114.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S45           0   0.52528E-02     129.5      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S46           0   0.52528E-02       7.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S47           0   0.52528E-02      22.9      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S48           0   0.52528E-02      38.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S49           0   0.52528E-02      53.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S50           0   0.52528E-02      68.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S51           0   0.52528E-02      83.8      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S52           0   0.52528E-02      99.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S53           0   0.52528E-02     114.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S54           0   0.52528E-02     129.5      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S55           0   0.52528E-02       7.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S56           0   0.52528E-02      22.9      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S57           0   0.52528E-02      38.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S58           0   0.52528E-02      53.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S59           0   0.52528E-02      68.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S60           0   0.52528E-02      83.8      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S61           0   0.52528E-02      99.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S62           0   0.52528E-02     114.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S63           0   0.52528E-02     129.5      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S64           0   0.52528E-02       7.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S65           0   0.52528E-02      22.9     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S66           0   0.52528E-02      38.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S67           0   0.52528E-02      53.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S68           0   0.52528E-02      68.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S69           0   0.52528E-02      83.8     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S70           0   0.52528E-02      99.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S71           0   0.52528E-02     114.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S72           0   0.52528E-02     129.5     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S73           0   0.52528E-02       7.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S74           0   0.52528E-02      22.9     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S75           0   0.52528E-02      38.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S76           0   0.52528E-02      53.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S77           0   0.52528E-02      68.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S78           0   0.52528E-02      83.8     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S79           0   0.52528E-02      99.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S80           0   0.52528E-02     114.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S81           0   0.52528E-02     129.5     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S82           0   0.52528E-02      68.6     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S83           0   0.52528E-02      83.8     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S84           0   0.52528E-02      99.1     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S85           0   0.52528E-02     114.3     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S86           0   0.52528E-02     129.5     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S87           0   0.52528E-02      68.6     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S88           0   0.52528E-02      83.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S89           0   0.52528E-02      99.1     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S90           0   0.52528E-02     114.3     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S91           0   0.52528E-02     129.5     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S92           0   0.52528E-02     144.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S93           0   0.52528E-02     160.0     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S94           0   0.52528E-02      68.6     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S95           0   0.52528E-02      83.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S96           0   0.52528E-02      99.1     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S97           0   0.52528E-02     114.3     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S98           0   0.52528E-02     129.5     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S99           0   0.52528E-02     144.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S100          0   0.52528E-02     160.0     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S101          0   0.52528E-02      68.6     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S102          0   0.52528E-02      83.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S103          0   0.52528E-02      99.1     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S104          0   0.52528E-02     114.3     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S105          0   0.52528E-02     129.5     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S106          0   0.52528E-02     144.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S107          0   0.52528E-02     160.0     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                           *** SOURCE IDs DEFINING SOURCE GROUPS ***

 GROUP ID                                                 SOURCE IDs

  ALL       S1      , S2      , S3      , S4      , S5      , S6      , S7      , S8      , S9      , S10     , S11     , S12     ,

            S13     , S14     , S15     , S16     , S17     , S18     , S19     , S20     , S21     , S22     , S23     , S24     ,

            S25     , S26     , S27     , S28     , S29     , S30     , S31     , S32     , S33     , S34     , S35     , S36     ,

            S37     , S38     , S39     , S40     , S41     , S42     , S43     , S44     , S45     , S46     , S47     , S48     ,

            S49     , S50     , S51     , S52     , S53     , S54     , S55     , S56     , S57     , S58     , S59     , S60     ,
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            S61     , S62     , S63     , S64     , S65     , S66     , S67     , S68     , S69     , S70     , S71     , S72     ,

            S73     , S74     , S75     , S76     , S77     , S78     , S79     , S80     , S81     , S82     , S83     , S84     ,

            S85     , S86     , S87     , S88     , S89     , S90     , S91     , S92     , S93     , S94     , S95     , S96     ,

            S97     , S98     , S99     , S100    , S101    , S102    , S103    , S104    , S105    , S106    , S107    ,

                                                *** THE SUMMARY OF HIGHEST  1-HR RESULTS ***

                                        ** CONC OF NO2      IN PARTS/PER/MILLION                        **

                                                      DATE                                                              NETWORK
 GROUP ID                         AVERAGE CONC     (YYMMDDHH)             RECEPTOR  (XR, YR, ZELEV, ZFLAG)     OF TYPE  GRID-ID
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
 ALL      HIGH  1ST HIGH VALUE IS       0.00889  ON 81120308: AT (     125.00,      400.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
          HIGH  2ND HIGH VALUE IS       0.00832  ON 81102208: AT (      25.00,     -225.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
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 *** ISCST3 - VERSION 02035 ***
 *** D21314.00 Huntington Beach Senior Center                             ***
 *** Model Executed on 11/17/07 at 16:43:00 ***
  Input File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center PM10 Analysis_1981_PM.DTA
 Output File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center PM10 Analysis_1981_PM.LST
    Met File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\COSMESA.ASC

       Number of sources -        214
 Number of source groups -          1
     Number of receptors -       7256

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S1            0   0.20902E-03       7.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S2            0   0.20902E-03      22.9       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S3            0   0.20902E-03      38.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S4            0   0.20902E-03      53.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S5            0   0.20902E-03      68.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S6            0   0.20902E-03      83.8       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S7            0   0.20902E-03      99.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S8            0   0.20902E-03     114.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S9            0   0.20902E-03     129.5       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S10           0   0.20902E-03       7.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S11           0   0.20902E-03      22.9      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S12           0   0.20902E-03      38.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S13           0   0.20902E-03      53.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S14           0   0.20902E-03      68.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S15           0   0.20902E-03      83.8      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S16           0   0.20902E-03      99.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S17           0   0.20902E-03     114.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S18           0   0.20902E-03     129.5      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S19           0   0.20902E-03       7.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S20           0   0.20902E-03      22.9      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S21           0   0.20902E-03      38.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S22           0   0.20902E-03      53.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S23           0   0.20902E-03      68.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S24           0   0.20902E-03      83.8      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S25           0   0.20902E-03      99.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S26           0   0.20902E-03     114.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S27           0   0.20902E-03     129.5      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S28           0   0.20902E-03       7.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S29           0   0.20902E-03      22.9      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S30           0   0.20902E-03      38.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S31           0   0.20902E-03      53.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S32           0   0.20902E-03      68.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S33           0   0.20902E-03      83.8      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S34           0   0.20902E-03      99.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S35           0   0.20902E-03     114.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S36           0   0.20902E-03     129.5      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S37           0   0.20902E-03       7.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S38           0   0.20902E-03      22.9      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S39           0   0.20902E-03      38.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S40           0   0.20902E-03      53.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S41           0   0.20902E-03      68.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S42           0   0.20902E-03      83.8      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S43           0   0.20902E-03      99.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S44           0   0.20902E-03     114.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S45           0   0.20902E-03     129.5      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S46           0   0.20902E-03       7.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S47           0   0.20902E-03      22.9      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S48           0   0.20902E-03      38.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S49           0   0.20902E-03      53.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S50           0   0.20902E-03      68.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S51           0   0.20902E-03      83.8      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S52           0   0.20902E-03      99.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S53           0   0.20902E-03     114.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S54           0   0.20902E-03     129.5      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S55           0   0.20902E-03       7.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S56           0   0.20902E-03      22.9      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S57           0   0.20902E-03      38.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S58           0   0.20902E-03      53.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S59           0   0.20902E-03      68.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S60           0   0.20902E-03      83.8      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S61           0   0.20902E-03      99.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S62           0   0.20902E-03     114.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S63           0   0.20902E-03     129.5      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S64           0   0.20902E-03       7.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S65           0   0.20902E-03      22.9     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S66           0   0.20902E-03      38.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S67           0   0.20902E-03      53.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S68           0   0.20902E-03      68.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S69           0   0.20902E-03      83.8     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S70           0   0.20902E-03      99.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S71           0   0.20902E-03     114.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S72           0   0.20902E-03     129.5     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S73           0   0.20902E-03       7.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S74           0   0.20902E-03      22.9     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S75           0   0.20902E-03      38.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S76           0   0.20902E-03      53.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S77           0   0.20902E-03      68.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S78           0   0.20902E-03      83.8     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S79           0   0.20902E-03      99.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S80           0   0.20902E-03     114.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S81           0   0.20902E-03     129.5     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S82           0   0.20902E-03      68.6     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S83           0   0.20902E-03      83.8     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S84           0   0.20902E-03      99.1     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S85           0   0.20902E-03     114.3     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S86           0   0.20902E-03     129.5     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S87           0   0.20902E-03      68.6     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S88           0   0.20902E-03      83.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S89           0   0.20902E-03      99.1     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S90           0   0.20902E-03     114.3     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S91           0   0.20902E-03     129.5     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S92           0   0.20902E-03     144.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S93           0   0.20902E-03     160.0     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S94           0   0.20902E-03      68.6     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S95           0   0.20902E-03      83.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S96           0   0.20902E-03      99.1     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S97           0   0.20902E-03     114.3     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S98           0   0.20902E-03     129.5     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S99           0   0.20902E-03     144.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S100          0   0.20902E-03     160.0     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S101          0   0.20902E-03      68.6     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S102          0   0.20902E-03      83.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S103          0   0.20902E-03      99.1     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S104          0   0.20902E-03     114.3     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S105          0   0.20902E-03     129.5     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S106          0   0.20902E-03     144.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S107          0   0.20902E-03     160.0     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   F1            0   0.38138E-02       7.6       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F2            0   0.38138E-02      22.9       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F3            0   0.38138E-02      38.1       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F4            0   0.38138E-02      53.3       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F5            0   0.38138E-02      68.6       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F6            0   0.38138E-02      83.8       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F7            0   0.38138E-02      99.1       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F8            0   0.38138E-02     114.3       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F9            0   0.38138E-02     129.5       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F10           0   0.38138E-02       7.6      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F11           0   0.38138E-02      22.9      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F12           0   0.38138E-02      38.1      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F13           0   0.38138E-02      53.3      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
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    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   F14           0   0.38138E-02      68.6      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F15           0   0.38138E-02      83.8      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F16           0   0.38138E-02      99.1      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F17           0   0.38138E-02     114.3      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F18           0   0.38138E-02     129.5      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F19           0   0.38138E-02       7.6      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F20           0   0.38138E-02      22.9      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F21           0   0.38138E-02      38.1      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F22           0   0.38138E-02      53.3      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F23           0   0.38138E-02      68.6      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F24           0   0.38138E-02      83.8      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F25           0   0.38138E-02      99.1      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F26           0   0.38138E-02     114.3      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F27           0   0.38138E-02     129.5      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F28           0   0.38138E-02       7.6      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F29           0   0.38138E-02      22.9      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F30           0   0.38138E-02      38.1      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F31           0   0.38138E-02      53.3      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F32           0   0.38138E-02      68.6      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F33           0   0.38138E-02      83.8      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F34           0   0.38138E-02      99.1      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F35           0   0.38138E-02     114.3      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F36           0   0.38138E-02     129.5      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F37           0   0.38138E-02       7.6      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F38           0   0.38138E-02      22.9      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F39           0   0.38138E-02      38.1      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F40           0   0.38138E-02      53.3      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F41           0   0.38138E-02      68.6      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F42           0   0.38138E-02      83.8      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F43           0   0.38138E-02      99.1      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F44           0   0.38138E-02     114.3      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F45           0   0.38138E-02     129.5      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F46           0   0.38138E-02       7.6      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F47           0   0.38138E-02      22.9      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F48           0   0.38138E-02      38.1      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F49           0   0.38138E-02      53.3      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F50           0   0.38138E-02      68.6      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F51           0   0.38138E-02      83.8      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F52           0   0.38138E-02      99.1      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F53           0   0.38138E-02     114.3      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   F54           0   0.38138E-02     129.5      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F55           0   0.38138E-02       7.6      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
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   F56           0   0.38138E-02      22.9      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F57           0   0.38138E-02      38.1      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F58           0   0.38138E-02      53.3      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F59           0   0.38138E-02      68.6      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F60           0   0.38138E-02      83.8      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F61           0   0.38138E-02      99.1      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F62           0   0.38138E-02     114.3      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F63           0   0.38138E-02     129.5      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F64           0   0.38138E-02       7.6     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F65           0   0.38138E-02      22.9     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F66           0   0.38138E-02      38.1     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F67           0   0.38138E-02      53.3     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F68           0   0.38138E-02      68.6     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F69           0   0.38138E-02      83.8     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F70           0   0.38138E-02      99.1     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F71           0   0.38138E-02     114.3     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F72           0   0.38138E-02     129.5     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F73           0   0.38138E-02       7.6     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F74           0   0.38138E-02      22.9     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F75           0   0.38138E-02      38.1     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F76           0   0.38138E-02      53.3     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F77           0   0.38138E-02      68.6     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F78           0   0.38138E-02      83.8     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F79           0   0.38138E-02      99.1     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F80           0   0.38138E-02     114.3     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F81           0   0.38138E-02     129.5     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F82           0   0.38138E-02      68.6     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F83           0   0.38138E-02      83.8     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F84           0   0.38138E-02      99.1     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F85           0   0.38138E-02     114.3     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F86           0   0.38138E-02     129.5     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F87           0   0.38138E-02      68.6     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F88           0   0.38138E-02      83.8     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F89           0   0.38138E-02      99.1     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F90           0   0.38138E-02     114.3     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F91           0   0.38138E-02     129.5     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F92           0   0.38138E-02     144.8     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F93           0   0.38138E-02     160.0     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   F94           0   0.38138E-02      68.6     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F95           0   0.38138E-02      83.8     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F96           0   0.38138E-02      99.1     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F97           0   0.38138E-02     114.3     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F98           0   0.38138E-02     129.5     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F99           0   0.38138E-02     144.8     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F100          0   0.38138E-02     160.0     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F101          0   0.38138E-02      68.6     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
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   F102          0   0.38138E-02      83.8     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F103          0   0.38138E-02      99.1     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F104          0   0.38138E-02     114.3     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F105          0   0.38138E-02     129.5     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F106          0   0.38138E-02     144.8     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F107          0   0.38138E-02     160.0     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                           *** SOURCE IDs DEFINING SOURCE GROUPS ***

 GROUP ID                                                 SOURCE IDs

  ALL       S1      , S2      , S3      , S4      , S5      , S6      , S7      , S8      , S9      , S10     , S11     , S12     ,

            S13     , S14     , S15     , S16     , S17     , S18     , S19     , S20     , S21     , S22     , S23     , S24     ,

            S25     , S26     , S27     , S28     , S29     , S30     , S31     , S32     , S33     , S34     , S35     , S36     ,

            S37     , S38     , S39     , S40     , S41     , S42     , S43     , S44     , S45     , S46     , S47     , S48     ,

            S49     , S50     , S51     , S52     , S53     , S54     , S55     , S56     , S57     , S58     , S59     , S60     ,

            S61     , S62     , S63     , S64     , S65     , S66     , S67     , S68     , S69     , S70     , S71     , S72     ,

            S73     , S74     , S75     , S76     , S77     , S78     , S79     , S80     , S81     , S82     , S83     , S84     ,

            S85     , S86     , S87     , S88     , S89     , S90     , S91     , S92     , S93     , S94     , S95     , S96     ,

            S97     , S98     , S99     , S100    , S101    , S102    , S103    , S104    , S105    , S106    , S107    , F1      ,

            F2      , F3      , F4      , F5      , F6      , F7      , F8      , F9      , F10     , F11     , F12     , F13     ,

            F14     , F15     , F16     , F17     , F18     , F19     , F20     , F21     , F22     , F23     , F24     , F25     ,

            F26     , F27     , F28     , F29     , F30     , F31     , F32     , F33     , F34     , F35     , F36     , F37     ,

            F38     , F39     , F40     , F41     , F42     , F43     , F44     , F45     , F46     , F47     , F48     , F49     ,

            F50     , F51     , F52     , F53     , F54     , F55     , F56     , F57     , F58     , F59     , F60     , F61     ,

            F62     , F63     , F64     , F65     , F66     , F67     , F68     , F69     , F70     , F71     , F72     , F73     ,

            F74     , F75     , F76     , F77     , F78     , F79     , F80     , F81     , F82     , F83     , F84     , F85     ,

            F86     , F87     , F88     , F89     , F90     , F91     , F92     , F93     , F94     , F95     , F96     , F97     ,

            F98     , F99     , F100    , F101    , F102    , F103    , F104    , F105    , F106    , F107    ,

                                                *** THE SUMMARY OF HIGHEST 24-HR RESULTS ***
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                                        ** CONC OF PM       IN MICROGRAMS/M**3                          **

                                                      DATE                                                              NETWORK
 GROUP ID                         AVERAGE CONC     (YYMMDDHH)             RECEPTOR  (XR, YR, ZELEV, ZFLAG)     OF TYPE  GRID-ID
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
 ALL      HIGH  1ST HIGH VALUE IS       9.44568  ON 81011524: AT (    -225.00,       75.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
          HIGH  2ND HIGH VALUE IS       8.85703  ON 81122624: AT (    -225.00,       50.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
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 *** ISCST3 - VERSION 02035 ***
 *** D21314.00 Huntington Beach Senior Center                             ***
 *** Model Executed on 11/17/07 at 17:34:08 ***
  Input File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center PM25 Analysis_1981_PM.DTA
 Output File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\D21314.00 Hunti
                  ngton Beach Senior Center PM25 Analysis_1981_PM.LST
    Met File - P:\Projects - All Users\D21200.00+\D21314.00 HB Senior Center\Air Quality Data\Dispersion\COSMESA.ASC

       Number of sources -        214
 Number of source groups -          1
     Number of receptors -       7256

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S1            0   0.19135E-03       7.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S2            0   0.19135E-03      22.9       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S3            0   0.19135E-03      38.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S4            0   0.19135E-03      53.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S5            0   0.19135E-03      68.6       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S6            0   0.19135E-03      83.8       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S7            0   0.19135E-03      99.1       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S8            0   0.19135E-03     114.3       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S9            0   0.19135E-03     129.5       7.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S10           0   0.19135E-03       7.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S11           0   0.19135E-03      22.9      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S12           0   0.19135E-03      38.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S13           0   0.19135E-03      53.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S14           0   0.19135E-03      68.6      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S15           0   0.19135E-03      83.8      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S16           0   0.19135E-03      99.1      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S17           0   0.19135E-03     114.3      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S18           0   0.19135E-03     129.5      22.9     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S19           0   0.19135E-03       7.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S20           0   0.19135E-03      22.9      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S21           0   0.19135E-03      38.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S22           0   0.19135E-03      53.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S23           0   0.19135E-03      68.6      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S24           0   0.19135E-03      83.8      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S25           0   0.19135E-03      99.1      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S26           0   0.19135E-03     114.3      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S27           0   0.19135E-03     129.5      38.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S28           0   0.19135E-03       7.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S29           0   0.19135E-03      22.9      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S30           0   0.19135E-03      38.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S31           0   0.19135E-03      53.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S32           0   0.19135E-03      68.6      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S33           0   0.19135E-03      83.8      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S34           0   0.19135E-03      99.1      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S35           0   0.19135E-03     114.3      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S36           0   0.19135E-03     129.5      53.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S37           0   0.19135E-03       7.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S38           0   0.19135E-03      22.9      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S39           0   0.19135E-03      38.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S40           0   0.19135E-03      53.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S41           0   0.19135E-03      68.6      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S42           0   0.19135E-03      83.8      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S43           0   0.19135E-03      99.1      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S44           0   0.19135E-03     114.3      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S45           0   0.19135E-03     129.5      68.6     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S46           0   0.19135E-03       7.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S47           0   0.19135E-03      22.9      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S48           0   0.19135E-03      38.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S49           0   0.19135E-03      53.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S50           0   0.19135E-03      68.6      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S51           0   0.19135E-03      83.8      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S52           0   0.19135E-03      99.1      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S53           0   0.19135E-03     114.3      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S54           0   0.19135E-03     129.5      83.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S55           0   0.19135E-03       7.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S56           0   0.19135E-03      22.9      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S57           0   0.19135E-03      38.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S58           0   0.19135E-03      53.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S59           0   0.19135E-03      68.6      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S60           0   0.19135E-03      83.8      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S61           0   0.19135E-03      99.1      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S62           0   0.19135E-03     114.3      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S63           0   0.19135E-03     129.5      99.1     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S64           0   0.19135E-03       7.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S65           0   0.19135E-03      22.9     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S66           0   0.19135E-03      38.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S67           0   0.19135E-03      53.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S68           0   0.19135E-03      68.6     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S69           0   0.19135E-03      83.8     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S70           0   0.19135E-03      99.1     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S71           0   0.19135E-03     114.3     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S72           0   0.19135E-03     129.5     114.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S73           0   0.19135E-03       7.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S74           0   0.19135E-03      22.9     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S75           0   0.19135E-03      38.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S76           0   0.19135E-03      53.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S77           0   0.19135E-03      68.6     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S78           0   0.19135E-03      83.8     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S79           0   0.19135E-03      99.1     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
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   S80           0   0.19135E-03     114.3     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   S81           0   0.19135E-03     129.5     129.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S82           0   0.19135E-03      68.6     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S83           0   0.19135E-03      83.8     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S84           0   0.19135E-03      99.1     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S85           0   0.19135E-03     114.3     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S86           0   0.19135E-03     129.5     144.8     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S87           0   0.19135E-03      68.6     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S88           0   0.19135E-03      83.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S89           0   0.19135E-03      99.1     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S90           0   0.19135E-03     114.3     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S91           0   0.19135E-03     129.5     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S92           0   0.19135E-03     144.8     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S93           0   0.19135E-03     160.0     160.0     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S94           0   0.19135E-03      68.6     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S95           0   0.19135E-03      83.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S96           0   0.19135E-03      99.1     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S97           0   0.19135E-03     114.3     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S98           0   0.19135E-03     129.5     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S99           0   0.19135E-03     144.8     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S100          0   0.19135E-03     160.0     175.3     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S101          0   0.19135E-03      68.6     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S102          0   0.19135E-03      83.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S103          0   0.19135E-03      99.1     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S104          0   0.19135E-03     114.3     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S105          0   0.19135E-03     129.5     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S106          0   0.19135E-03     144.8     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   S107          0   0.19135E-03     160.0     190.5     0.0     5.00     7.62     1.16   HROFDY
   F1            0   0.79632E-03       7.6       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F2            0   0.79632E-03      22.9       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F3            0   0.79632E-03      38.1       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F4            0   0.79632E-03      53.3       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F5            0   0.79632E-03      68.6       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F6            0   0.79632E-03      83.8       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F7            0   0.79632E-03      99.1       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F8            0   0.79632E-03     114.3       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F9            0   0.79632E-03     129.5       7.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F10           0   0.79632E-03       7.6      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F11           0   0.79632E-03      22.9      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F12           0   0.79632E-03      38.1      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F13           0   0.79632E-03      53.3      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
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    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   F14           0   0.79632E-03      68.6      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F15           0   0.79632E-03      83.8      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F16           0   0.79632E-03      99.1      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F17           0   0.79632E-03     114.3      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F18           0   0.79632E-03     129.5      22.9     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F19           0   0.79632E-03       7.6      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F20           0   0.79632E-03      22.9      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F21           0   0.79632E-03      38.1      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F22           0   0.79632E-03      53.3      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F23           0   0.79632E-03      68.6      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F24           0   0.79632E-03      83.8      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F25           0   0.79632E-03      99.1      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F26           0   0.79632E-03     114.3      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F27           0   0.79632E-03     129.5      38.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F28           0   0.79632E-03       7.6      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F29           0   0.79632E-03      22.9      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F30           0   0.79632E-03      38.1      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F31           0   0.79632E-03      53.3      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F32           0   0.79632E-03      68.6      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F33           0   0.79632E-03      83.8      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F34           0   0.79632E-03      99.1      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F35           0   0.79632E-03     114.3      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F36           0   0.79632E-03     129.5      53.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F37           0   0.79632E-03       7.6      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F38           0   0.79632E-03      22.9      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F39           0   0.79632E-03      38.1      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F40           0   0.79632E-03      53.3      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F41           0   0.79632E-03      68.6      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F42           0   0.79632E-03      83.8      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F43           0   0.79632E-03      99.1      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F44           0   0.79632E-03     114.3      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F45           0   0.79632E-03     129.5      68.6     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F46           0   0.79632E-03       7.6      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F47           0   0.79632E-03      22.9      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F48           0   0.79632E-03      38.1      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F49           0   0.79632E-03      53.3      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F50           0   0.79632E-03      68.6      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F51           0   0.79632E-03      83.8      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F52           0   0.79632E-03      99.1      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F53           0   0.79632E-03     114.3      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   F54           0   0.79632E-03     129.5      83.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F55           0   0.79632E-03       7.6      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
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   F56           0   0.79632E-03      22.9      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F57           0   0.79632E-03      38.1      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F58           0   0.79632E-03      53.3      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F59           0   0.79632E-03      68.6      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F60           0   0.79632E-03      83.8      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F61           0   0.79632E-03      99.1      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F62           0   0.79632E-03     114.3      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F63           0   0.79632E-03     129.5      99.1     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F64           0   0.79632E-03       7.6     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F65           0   0.79632E-03      22.9     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F66           0   0.79632E-03      38.1     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F67           0   0.79632E-03      53.3     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F68           0   0.79632E-03      68.6     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F69           0   0.79632E-03      83.8     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F70           0   0.79632E-03      99.1     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F71           0   0.79632E-03     114.3     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F72           0   0.79632E-03     129.5     114.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F73           0   0.79632E-03       7.6     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F74           0   0.79632E-03      22.9     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F75           0   0.79632E-03      38.1     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F76           0   0.79632E-03      53.3     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F77           0   0.79632E-03      68.6     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F78           0   0.79632E-03      83.8     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F79           0   0.79632E-03      99.1     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F80           0   0.79632E-03     114.3     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F81           0   0.79632E-03     129.5     129.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F82           0   0.79632E-03      68.6     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F83           0   0.79632E-03      83.8     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F84           0   0.79632E-03      99.1     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F85           0   0.79632E-03     114.3     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F86           0   0.79632E-03     129.5     144.8     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F87           0   0.79632E-03      68.6     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F88           0   0.79632E-03      83.8     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F89           0   0.79632E-03      99.1     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F90           0   0.79632E-03     114.3     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F91           0   0.79632E-03     129.5     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F92           0   0.79632E-03     144.8     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F93           0   0.79632E-03     160.0     160.0     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                                  *** VOLUME SOURCE DATA ***

              NUMBER EMISSION RATE                    BASE    RELEASE    INIT.    INIT.   EMISSION RATE
    SOURCE     PART.  (GRAMS/SEC)     X        Y      ELEV.   HEIGHT      SY       SZ      SCALAR VARY
      ID       CATS.               (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS) (METERS)        BY
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

   F94           0   0.79632E-03      68.6     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F95           0   0.79632E-03      83.8     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F96           0   0.79632E-03      99.1     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F97           0   0.79632E-03     114.3     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F98           0   0.79632E-03     129.5     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F99           0   0.79632E-03     144.8     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F100          0   0.79632E-03     160.0     175.3     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F101          0   0.79632E-03      68.6     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
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   F102          0   0.79632E-03      83.8     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F103          0   0.79632E-03      99.1     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F104          0   0.79632E-03     114.3     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F105          0   0.79632E-03     129.5     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F106          0   0.79632E-03     144.8     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY
   F107          0   0.79632E-03     160.0     190.5     0.0     1.00     7.62     1.13   HROFDY

                                           *** SOURCE IDs DEFINING SOURCE GROUPS ***

 GROUP ID                                                 SOURCE IDs

  ALL       S1      , S2      , S3      , S4      , S5      , S6      , S7      , S8      , S9      , S10     , S11     , S12     ,

            S13     , S14     , S15     , S16     , S17     , S18     , S19     , S20     , S21     , S22     , S23     , S24     ,

            S25     , S26     , S27     , S28     , S29     , S30     , S31     , S32     , S33     , S34     , S35     , S36     ,

            S37     , S38     , S39     , S40     , S41     , S42     , S43     , S44     , S45     , S46     , S47     , S48     ,

            S49     , S50     , S51     , S52     , S53     , S54     , S55     , S56     , S57     , S58     , S59     , S60     ,

            S61     , S62     , S63     , S64     , S65     , S66     , S67     , S68     , S69     , S70     , S71     , S72     ,

            S73     , S74     , S75     , S76     , S77     , S78     , S79     , S80     , S81     , S82     , S83     , S84     ,

            S85     , S86     , S87     , S88     , S89     , S90     , S91     , S92     , S93     , S94     , S95     , S96     ,

            S97     , S98     , S99     , S100    , S101    , S102    , S103    , S104    , S105    , S106    , S107    , F1      ,

            F2      , F3      , F4      , F5      , F6      , F7      , F8      , F9      , F10     , F11     , F12     , F13     ,

            F14     , F15     , F16     , F17     , F18     , F19     , F20     , F21     , F22     , F23     , F24     , F25     ,

            F26     , F27     , F28     , F29     , F30     , F31     , F32     , F33     , F34     , F35     , F36     , F37     ,

            F38     , F39     , F40     , F41     , F42     , F43     , F44     , F45     , F46     , F47     , F48     , F49     ,

            F50     , F51     , F52     , F53     , F54     , F55     , F56     , F57     , F58     , F59     , F60     , F61     ,

            F62     , F63     , F64     , F65     , F66     , F67     , F68     , F69     , F70     , F71     , F72     , F73     ,

            F74     , F75     , F76     , F77     , F78     , F79     , F80     , F81     , F82     , F83     , F84     , F85     ,

            F86     , F87     , F88     , F89     , F90     , F91     , F92     , F93     , F94     , F95     , F96     , F97     ,

            F98     , F99     , F100    , F101    , F102    , F103    , F104    , F105    , F106    , F107    ,

                                                *** THE SUMMARY OF HIGHEST 24-HR RESULTS ***
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                                        ** CONC OF PM       IN MICROGRAMS/M**3                          **

                                                      DATE                                                              NETWORK
 GROUP ID                         AVERAGE CONC     (YYMMDDHH)             RECEPTOR  (XR, YR, ZELEV, ZFLAG)     OF TYPE  GRID-ID
 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
 ALL      HIGH  1ST HIGH VALUE IS       2.31130  ON 81011524: AT (    -225.00,       75.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
          HIGH  2ND HIGH VALUE IS       2.16656  ON 81122624: AT (    -225.00,       50.00,      0.00,      2.00)  DC      NA   
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